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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Ir MAY BE WELL to remind our readers that the Solici- 
tors’ Remuneration Bill passed the House of Lords on 
Tuesday last. It is tolerably clear that Lord Cairas’ 
other Bills will not become law this session, but the 
measure we have referred to may possibly be assented 
to in order to appease his lordship’s legislative ardour, 
and no time should be lost in urging that the president 
of the Incorporated Law Society for the time being 
should be named as one of the framers of the authorized 
scale of charges. 





AN INTERESTING QUESTION in a new branch of law was 
recently decided by the Circuit Court of St. Louis. 
The Bell Telephone Company having refused to the 
American Union Telegraph Company the privilege, 
gtanted to ovcupants of other offices in the same street, 
of placing, on certain terms, a Bell telephone in their 
office, the American Union Company applied for 
& mandamus to compel the grant of this privilego. 
The court held that the principles applicable to rail- 





way companies and other common carriers applied 
also to telephone companies. Having established their 
lines and adopted a uniform mode of serving the public, 
consistent with their powers under their charter, they 
must treat alike all persons similarly situated with respect 
to those lines. It was not for them to selecé whom 
they would serve, or impose conditions upon one class of 
customers which did not apply to all other persons oc- 
cupying the same relative position towards the company. 
Hence if the telephone company had established offices 
of their own where instruments were placed and messages 
received, they would have been bound to receive and 
transmit all such messages as were tendered, without 
favouring any one person or class of persons. But the 
Bell Telephone Company had chosen to carry on their 
business in a different way. They had constructed their 
main lines along certain streets, under a power in their 
charter, and had held themselves out to the public as 
ready to supply instruments, and afford facilities for direct 
communication, to residents and occupants of offices in 
such streets. They were bound to treat all such residents 
or occupants with absolute impartiality, and could not 
refuse to the American Union Telegraph Company facili- 
ties which they granted to their next-door neighbours. 


Mr. Morcan Lioyp has introduced his promised Bill 
to put a stop to canvassing at parliamentary elections, 
and the first two clauses certainly cannot be said to fail 
in stringency. Clause 1 proposes to provide that it shall 
not be lawful for any candidate before or during any 
parliamentary election, or for any agent of such candi- 
date—(1) ‘‘ to ask for or solicit a promise from any voter 
to vote for or refrain from voting against any candidate 
at such election ;” or (2) “‘ to visit the houses, counting- 
houses, workshops, or other places of business of any 
voter or voters for the purpose of canvassing, soliciting, 
or inducing such voter or voters to promise to 
vote for or to refrain from voting against any can- 
didate at such election;” or (3) “to attempt by 
letter, circular, or otherwise, to induce or prevail 
upon any voter to give a written promise to vote for or 
to refrain from voting against any candidate at such 
election.” And any candidate or agent so offending is 
to be liable to forfeit £50 to any person who shall sue for 
the same. Not content with this, the Bill goes on to 
provide (clause 2) that any candidate employing paid 
agents for the purpose of soliciting promises from voters 
to vote for, or refrain from voting against, any candi- 
date; or by himself or his agent visiting voters at their 
houses or places of business fur the purpose of asking 
for promises, and actually asking for such promises, 
shall be guilty of a “corrupt practice ’’ within the meaning 
of the Parliamentary Elections Act, 1868. These provi- 
sions are so stringent that if they stood alone the only 
absolutely safe course for a candidate during a parlia- 
mentary election would be to betake himself to a “ cap- 
tive balloon,” and to survey his constituency from a 
height beyond the reach of voice or influence. But 
clause 3 allays the terror inspired by the two previous 
clauses, for it provides that “ nothing herein contained 
shall apply to any public meeting.” At a public meet- 
ing, therefore, people may be canvassed to any extent; 
and a public meeting is an indefinite term which means 
anything, from a handful of people to a crowd; and 
people may be visited at their houses to ask them to 
attend the “ public meeting” to be held in the same 
street. The result of the passing of Mr. Morgan Lloyd’s 
Bill would probably be to multiply prodigiously the 
number of election “public meetings.” 





Ir WILL BE sSREN from a case noted elsewhere that a 
form of proceeding in trade-mark registration cases 
which has of late beennot unfrequently employed has been 
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decided by the Master of the Rolls to be irregular. 
Under the 16th of the Trade-Mark Rules an opposed 
application for registration stands for the determination 
of the court upon security for costs being given by the 
opponent, and a copy of the applicant’s counter-state- 
ment being forwarded to the opponent by the registrar ; 
and in In re Brandreth (27 W. R. 281, L. R. 9 Ch. D. 
618) it was held that this is the point from which the 
costs of the application are in the discretion of the 
court. When the case stands for the determination of the 
court, some mode of proceeding has to be employed by 
which it may be brought under the notice of the court. 
A practice may be said to have grown up—certainly it 
has been adopted in several cases, of which some are 
reported—by which the opponent has brought the matter 
before the court by moving to restrain the registration, 
and has thus obtained the advantage, such as it is, of 
opening the case. In Jn re Simpson, Davies, & Sons’ 
Application, however, on Friday last, the Master of the 
Rolls held that this form of proceeding was improper, 
and that it was for the applicant for registration to 
bring the matter before the court, and that the mode in 
which this should be done was by taking the direction 
of the judge at chambers as to the mode of trial, and 
then adopting the course directed. 


Tue issve of the Madras Standard, received by the 
last mail, gives a very discouraging account of the 
prospects of the Madras bar. There are, it is stated, 
nearly 150 legal practitioners to divide ‘‘the dwarfed, 
attenuated, and miserable-looking split pea known as 
Madras litigation.” These practitioners are divided into 
three classes, barristers, solicitors, and vakeels. The 
vakeel may act as barrister and solicitor, and the 
barrister is prohibited from accepting briefs from him. 
The vakeel may accept what fees he pleases, while the 
barrister is bound to adhere to the established fees. 
Moreover, the vakeel can live on less than the barrister 
or solicitor. ‘*An average vakeel lives on an anna’s 
worth of inferior rice per diem. His dress in comparison 
with the cost of a barrister's apparel is as if Macaulay’s 
New Zealander in fig leaf and top boots were compared 
to the Lord Chancellor of England in his robes on the 
woolsack.” If this last statement is true, we fear there 
is little hope for the Madras barrister. The best thing 
he can do is to pack up his voluminous wardrobe and 
betake himself to some country less smitten with a desire 
for cheap (and bare) justice. 





A YEW DAYS AGO a Queen's Counsel, while moving in a 
case in the Exchequer Division, addressed one of the 
learned judges as ‘Sir FitzJames Stephen,” whereupon 
his lordship corrected the title to Mr. Justice Stephen. 
Counsel, in apologizing for the error, mentioned that 
he had been led into it by the fact that another learned 


jndge wished to be styled Sir Henry Hawkins; and. 


ne might have added that yet another learned judge 
appears to desire to drop the “‘ Mr.,”’ and to share with a 
once eminent financier and many foreign potentates the 
title of “ Baron.” ‘To any other learned judge who may 
be in search of some designation distinguishing him from 
his brethren we would respectfully commend the title 
by which the court is frequently addressed in petitions 
drafted by native pleaders in India—‘‘ The Presence.” 





The Institut de Droit International will hold its 
annual meeting in the second week of September next 
at Oxford. It has met, since its foundation in 1873, at 
Geneva, the Hague, Zurich, Paris, and Brussels, under 
the presidency of MM. Mancini, Bluntschli, De Parieu, 
and Rolin-Jacquemyns respectively. 


THE QUALIFICATION OF TOWN tl 
COUNCILLORS. 0 


In the case of Middleton v. Simpson (28 W. R. 629; § ™ 
L. R.5C. P. D. 183), a question of considerable im- — ™ 
portance with regard to the qualification of town 
councillors was decided. It was held that, to be eligible 
for the office of town councillor, a candidate must be 
“ entitled to be on” the burgess roll within 5 & 6 Will. . 
4, c. 76, s. 28, as well as ‘‘on” the roll within 38 & 39 
Vict. c. 40, s. 1, sub-section 2, and the burgess roll con- 





taing his name is not conclusive evidence for this : 
purpose that he is entitled to be on the roll. We do not 
impugn the ccrrectnesss of this decision, but we are : 


disposed to think the result not altogether satisfactory. 
By the 5 & 6 Will. 4, c. 76, s. 28, no person is to be 
qualified to be elected councillor of any borough who is 
not entitled to be on the burgess list. By the 32 & 33 th 
Vict. c. 55, s. 1, occupation of premises, rating, and - 
residence for a year within the borough, or within seven t 
miles thereof, constitute the qualification; but it is ’ 
provided by section 3 that the occupier rated as in the vi 
Act mentioned shall be entitled to be elected a councillor 
if resident within fifteen miles of the borough, although th 
by reason of his residence beyond seven miles from the Th 
borough he is not entitled to be on the burgess roll, bei 
provided he is otherwise qualified. Under the law as it Ac 
stood prior to 38 & 39 Vict. c. 40, it appears to have be 
been well established that the candidate for the office of bili 
town councillor must have been entitled to be on the Wi 
burgess roll. It was not sufficient that he was on the 
roll. By the 38 & 39 Vict. c. 40, 8s. 1, sub-section 2, it dul 
is enacted that “every person nominated shall be : 
enrolled on the burgess list of the borough, or a roll 
person whose name is inserted in the separate list 
at the end of the burgess roll as provided by section 3 of 38 
32 & 33 Vict. c. 55, and shall be otherwise qualified to 
be elected.” It was contended for the respondent that + 
this provision prescribed a fresh qualification and im- § . 4 
pliedly repealed the 28th section of 5 & 6 Will. 4, c. 76, B 4, 
and the provisions by which the register is made con- 
clusive of the right to vote were cited in aid of this 
contention. The words ‘‘ and shall be otherwise qualified § t 
to be elected’? do not throw much light on the matter, 
for they may receive a meaning apart from any question 
of the title to be on the burgess roll. There are personal the: 
disqualifications such as infancy and so forth which may § ;,,, 
be referred to. It appears to us that there is a good cillo 
deal of force in the contention of the respondent in the: the 
case we are discussing ; but, on the other hand, there are 
some arguments against it which are very difficult t® »,, 
get over, and which appear to have preponderated in the voter 
opinion of the court. qual 
First of all, it is a general rule in the construction of & be o 
statutes that one enactment is not to be construed a8 & that 
overruling another unless the two cannot reasonably § cillor 
stand together. Now, there is no absurdity in saying thou; 
that in order to be qualified a man must both be entitled & voter 
to be on and be on the burgess roll. It may be argued reall; 
we think, with some cogency, that there is a difficulty in 
seeing why the being on the burgess roll is introduced 
as an element of the qualification, unless it was intended Bp, 







to be conclusive. It may be presumed that the object long. 
of going to the roll at all is that there may be a meals & ang q, 
of judging of the qualification of the candidate given ab B ‘The 
the time of the election, but if it is possible afterwards & plea o 
to go behind the roll and upset the election because the J tence,’ 






candidate, though on the roll de facto, was not entitled 
be so de jure, the object of the provision seems to a great 
extent to be defeated. Still,.no absolute absurdity was 
suggested as arising from the construction of thé 
petitioner. The Legislature may be conceived of as “ee 
that in order tobe a candidate a man must have that prime 
facie guarantee for his being qualified that arises from 
his being on the roll, Ifa man, though qualified, ha 
not got himself put on the roll, he cannot complain tha? 































he is excluded from being a candidate. But it is nob 
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absurd to suppose that though the Legislature provided 
this, they did not mean the roll to be conclusive evidence 
of qualification. It may be argued that the reasons for 
introducing the necessity for being on the roll, if looked 
into, render it highly desirable that the roll should be 
conclusive, but to establish this is very far from establish- 
ing that the two enactments cannot stand together with- 
out absurdity. Again, at first sight, it might appear 
arguable that being on the burgess roll is in the nature 
of things proof of title to be on the roll; that the roll 
settled in a quasi-judicial manner year by year itself 
determines the right to be on it conclusively in favour of 
those who are on it, and that, therefore, the later statute 
covers all the ground when it says that the qualification 
shall consist of being on the roll. As to those not on the 
roll there is no question ; as to those on the roll they are 
necessarily entitled to be on the roll. But it may be 
answered that this argument would have arisen before 
the 32 & 33 Vict. c. 40, and would render the words 
“entitled to be” in the old Act nugatory ; that sub- 
stantially the meaning of these words is to enact in a 
compendious way by reference that the qualification of a 
burgess shall be a part of that of a councillor—in other 
words, that “ entitled to be on the roll’? means possessing 
those qualifications that entitle a man to be on the roll. 
The decisions under the old Act appear conclusive that 
being on the burgess roll was not the test under that 
Act, but the question whether the party was entitled to 
beon; and these decisions seem to exclude the possi- 
bility of the argument suggested above. Again, 6 & 7 
Will. 4, c. 104, provided for exemption from penalties in 
favour of persons who acted as councillors without being 
duly qualified but were on the burgess roll. This is 
conclusive to show that under the old Act the being on the 
roll was not conclusive as to the qualification. It would 
have been easy for the Legislature, while enacting in 
38 & 39 Vict. c. 40, s. 5, that the burgess roll should be 
conclusive as to the right to vote, to enact that it should 
be conclusive as proof of the qualification, but they do 
not enact this. Upon the ordinary principles that govern 
the interpretation of statutes this is a strong argument 
against the contention for the respondent. 

When, however, we come to deal with the expediency 
of the thing, we have strong doubts as to whether it 
would not be far better that there should be some 
decisive mode of ascertaining the qualification open to 
the public at the time of the election. Why should not 
the same reasoning apply to the qualification of coun- 
cillors as to that of voters? It seems a misfortune that 
the expense and trouble of an election should be thrown 
away by its subsequently turning out that a candidate, 
though upon the roll and therefore a person whom the 
voters had primd facie ground for believing to be 
qualified, was not qualified because he had no right to 
beon the roll. It may be said that it would be wrong 
thata man not duly qualified should be a town coun- 
cillor; but the same argument applies in some degree, 
though perhaps not so strongly, to a voter. A single 
voter may turn the election, and yet that voter may not 
teally be qualified. 





The American Criminal Law Magazine says “that a 
long-winded lawyer lately defended a criminal unsuccessfully, 
wt during the trial the judge received the following note: 

The prisoner humbly prays that the time occupied by the 
sgl the counsel for the defence be counted in his sen- 


_ The third annual meeting of the American Bar Associa- 
ton ig announced to be held at Saratoga Springs on the 18th, 
1h, and 20th of August next, It is anticipated that the 
meeting will be of much interest, and that it will be attended 
& large number of members from all parts of the country, 
object of the society is “ to advance the science of juris- 





bet legislation throughout the Union, uphold the honour 
profession of the Jaw, and encourage cordial intercourse 
‘tong the members of the American bar.” 


A MAN AND HIS NAME. 
Il. 


WHEN a name has once been turned into a trade-mark, 
and a proprietary right acquired therein, this right in the 
name is capable of protection, even after it has passed 
away from the person to whom it originally belonged. 
Thus within the last few weeks the Court of Appeal 
decided in Massam v. Thorley’s Cattle Food Company 
(ante, p. 505) that the executors of the originator of 
** Thorley’s Cattle Food”’ were entitled to restrain the use 
of the name by a company formed for the purpose of 
manufacturing a similar article, thus practically over- 
ruling James v. James (20 W. R. 434, L. R. 13 Eq. 421). 
And the same is the case when what has happened is, 
not the death of the proprietor, but an assignment of the 
business, carrying with it the right to use the trade- 
marks, in which a trade-mark consisting of a name, but 
which has ceased to possess a personal significance, would 
be included. ‘‘ A name, though originally the name of 
the first maker, may, in time, become a mere trade- 
mark or sign of quality, and cease to denote, or to be 
current as indicating, that any particular person is the 
maker. In many cases a name once affixed to a manu- 
factured article continues to be used for generations 
after the death of the individual who first affixed it. In 
such cases the name is accepted in the market either as 
a brand of quality, or it becomes the denomination of 
the commodity itself, and is no longer a representation 
that the article is the manufacture of any particular 
person’’ (Per Lord Westbury in Hall v. Barrows, 12 
W. R. 322, 4 DeG. J. & 8. 150; Leather Cloth Company 
v. American Leather Cloth Company, 12 W. R. 289, 4 
De G. J. & S. 144). But it must not be forgotten that 
the assignability of a name trade-mark entirely depends 
upon the personal element having been wholly eliminated 
(Leather Cloth Company’s case, ubi suprd, and also in 
House of Lords, 13 W. R. 873, 11 H. L. C. 523; Bury 
v. Bedford, 12 W. R. 726, 4 De G. J. & 8, 352). Thus, 
when the founder of a theatre, which he had called after 
his own name, ‘ Booth’s Theatre,” and which he had 
described by that name in various mortgages of the 
premises, sought to restrain the assignees of the lease of 
the premises from continuing to call the theatre by that 
name, the injunction was refused, on the ground that 
the name had become the name of the establishment, 
and had ceased to imply any personal interference of the 
plaintiff (Booth v. Jarrett, 52 How. Pr. 169). 
This question of the assignability of name trade-marks 
and of trade-names—which, since the decision of the 
House of Lords in Singer Manufacturing Company v. 
Wilson (26 W. R. 664, L. R. 3 App. Cas. 376), must be 
taken to be pretty much the same thing—has most 
frequently come up in cases of disputes between persons 
who have, at some time or other, filled the position of 
co-partners. Both in England and in America the extent 
to which a purchaser of a business, or a partner who has 
acquired his partner’s share in the business they have 
carried on together, acquires with the business or share in 
the business the right to continue to use, by way of trade- 
name or trade-mark, the name of the person from whom 
he has acquired the business or share therein, has been 
the subject of considerable difference of opinion. By 
some judges it has been thought that no right in the 
name passed with the goodwill (Peterson v. Humphrey, 
4 Abb. Pr. 394; Howe v. Searing, 10 Ib. 264; Scoté v. 
Rowland, 20 W. R. 508); and in one American case 
(Reeves v. Denicke, 12 Abb. Pr. N.S. 92) the judge 
even went so far as to decide that a person who had 
bought out a partner named E. H. Reeves was not en- 
titled to describe his new firm as successor to the old 
one—thus: ‘* Robert ©. Reeves, successor to E. H. 








om eg the administration of justice and uniform. } 
8. 


Reeves & Co.” No other case, however, goes nearly as 
far.as this; and on the whole, the authorities in favour 
of the right of continuing to use the name appear con- 
siderably to predominate. In Churton v. Douglas (7 
W. R. 365, Johns. 174), Lord Hatherley pointed out 
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most clearly the importance of the trade-name as an 
element of the goodwill, and long before this time Lord 
Thurlow had held that surviving partners could not be 
restrained from continuing to use the name of their de- 
ceased partner in their business, at all events unless his 
estate would be thereby involved in some liability (Web- 
ster v. Webster, 3 Swanst. 490). In Banks v. Gibson 
(13 W. R. 1012, 34 Beav. 566), where the plaintiff was 
the widow of one of the partners in Banks & Co., and 
the defendant was the surviving partner, Lord Romilly 
held that as the partnership had been simply dissolved, 
and neither partner had bought the other out, each 
could use the old firm name. He said, “The name or 
style of the firm of ‘Banks & Co.,’ in which the defend- 
ant had been engaged for a veriod of fourteen years, 
was an asset of the partnership, and if the whole concern 
and the goodwill of a business have been sold, the name, 
as a trade-mark, would have been sold with it. If by 
arrangement one partner takes the whole concern, there 
must bea valuation of the whole, including the name 
orstyle of the firm. But if the partners merely divide 
the other partnership assets, then each is at liberty to 
use the name just as they did before. It is the same as 
if two persons who alone carried on the business of 
‘Child & Co.,’ thought fit to separate, each would be 
entitled to use the name by which they carried on their 
business.” ‘Then, again, in The McGowan Bros. Pump 
Machine Company v. McGowan (2 Cine. 213), it was 
said in the Superior Court of Cincinnati that ‘‘ There can 
be no doubt that, where one partner sells to another 
partner a going business, every advantage arising from 
the fact of the sole ownership of the premises, 
stock, and establishment, including advantages acquired 
by the old firm in carrying on its business, whether con- 
nected with the old place or the old name, passes to the 
purchaser.” Lastly, in Levy v. Walker, already cited, 
it was held that one of two partners who had bought 
the; other partner’s interest in the business was entitled 
to use the old firm name, in which the names of both 
partners appeared, and Lord Justice James said dis- 
tinctly, “I hold that the sale of the goodwill and busi- 
ness did convey the right to the use of the partnership 
name as a description of the articles sold in that trade, 
and that that right is an exclusive right as against the 
person who sold it, and as against all the world, if any 
person in that world were representing himself as carry- 
ing on the same business.” Where the purchase has 
been from a trustee in bankruptcy, it has been held in 
the Supreme Court of New York (Helmbold v. Helmbold 
Manufacturing Company, 53 How. Pr. 453) that 
there is a difference, and that the bankrupt could not be 
deprived of the right to use his name, though he might 
have been if the purchage had been from himself; but in 
Bury v. Bedford no such distinction was recognized. 

Of course, when a man has given another a contract 
right to use his name, he is not entitled to complain if 
the latter exercises his privilege, asin Ward v. Beeton 
(23 W. R. 533, L. R. 9 Eq. 207), where an annual, in 
‘which Beeton had had no hand, was allowed to be pub- 
lished under the name of Beeton’s Christmas Annual; 
and where the proprietor of a trade-name, or trade-mark, 
goes into partnership with some one else, he carries the 
trade-name or trade-mark into the partnership with him, 
as in Condy v Mitchell (26 W. BR. 269). 

It is not with business pursuits in the ordinary sense 
exclusively that the name claimed must have been con- 
nected. In Lord Byron v. Johnston (2 Mer. 29), the 
name protected was the name of a poet; in Archbold v. 
Sweet (1 M. & Rob. 162), it was the name of an author 
of legal works ; in Christy v. Murphy (12 How. Pr. 77), 
and Montague v. Moore (Wood, V.C., March 1, 1865), 
it was the name of the organizer of a troupe of 
Ethiopian minstrels. Nor does it make any difference 
whether the name is a genuine or an assumed one. In 
Leaaceon v. Thompson (20 W. R. 196), the plaintiff, a mil- 
liner, was carrying on business as ‘* Madame Lonise”’ ; in 
Clemens v. Such (N. Y. Supreme Court, July 11, 1873), 





the plaintiff had written humorous books under the 
nom de plume of “Mark Twain.” But whethe 
the name be real or fictitious, the use by the defendan; 
must be such as to be calculated to deceive, » 
that, where no deception is to be anticipated, no relig 
will be granted, as in the case of ‘‘ Claribel’s” song 
(Barnard v. Pillow, W. N. 1868, p. 94). In Gouray 
v. Trust (10 N. Y. Supr. Ot. 627), the plaintiff haj 
changed his name from Trust to Gouraud, under whic 
name he sold “ Gouraud’s Oriental Cream,” and thy 
defendants, who were restrained by injunction, wer 
his sons, who had retained their original name, but haj 
begun to sell a preparation as ‘‘ Oréme Orientale, by Dr, 
T. F. Gouraud’s Sons.” And in such cases as the aboy 
the fraudulent use of another’s name is criminally pu. 
ishable, either on a prosecution for false pretences or 
one for a cheat at common law; but such an offence 
not forgery, as was decided in the case of the name¢ 
the painter Linnell (2. v. Closs, D. & B. 460). 

Even apart from a trade or business, a person whoy 
name has without authority been injuriously used 
another is entitled to an injunction, as in Routh y 
Webster (10 Beav. 561); and, even though what th 
defendant has done amounts to a libel, it seems that, i{ 
he does not exercise his right of claiming a jury at tl 
proper time, but allows that opportunity to slip, he wil 
not be allowed afterwards to contend successfully tha 
the court has no jurisdiction under the Judicature Adi 
to grant an injunction to restrain a libel without th 
verdict of a jury (Massam v. Thorley’s Cattle Fol 
Company, ante, p. 505; Thomas v. Williams, ante, ) 
539). In Reid v. Sibbald (18 Journ, of Jurisp. 392), 
Scotch court granted an interdict to restrain a nan 
intended to represent the name of a sheriff's officer fro 
being used in such a manner as to bring discredit ar 
ridicule upon the latter, who would thus be injuredi 
his position in life; and it seems, from the decisio 
referred to, that in a similar case the English cout 
would now sit as a jury and grant an injunction at th 
hearing of the action, unless the defendant claimed 
jury at the proper time and in the proper manne 
indicated by the Acts and Rules governing the practit 
of the court. 


Recent Becistans. 


SUCCESSION DUTY. 
(Attorney-General v. Dowling, Ex. D., 28 W. R. 673) 


In Fryer v. Morland (25 W. R. 21) the Master of ti 
Rolls held that the Succession Duty Act granted duties¢ 
gratuitous successions only, and that it was not inten 
to apply to a case where a person takes under a con 
ance by way of bond fide sale. In the present case thi 
principle seems to have been taken for granted on bi 
sides, and the contest was whether the disposition whi 
had been made of the property amounted to a pureh 
for value. Shortly put, the disposition as to which 
question arose was this. A lunatic was tenant int 
male in possession of property. His brother Reginald 
next in succession, and had mortgaged his interest (whié 
he had converted into a base fee) for a sum exceed 
its full value. His sister Frances and her issue 
next in succession, contingent of course on the deaths 
the lunatic and Reginald without male issue, In 
state of things an arrangement was come to, with? 
consent of the Lord Chancellor as protector of ¢ 
existing settlement, in pursuance of which a 
was executed whereby Reginald, Frances, and 
husband, and the mortgagees conveyed tho propé 
(subject to the lunatic’s estate in tail male 
trustees upon trust to raise a sum for the mortgag 
and subject thefeto to convey the property to the 
and upon the trusts declared by a deed of even @ 
whereby it was declared that the trustees of the 
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-deed should stand possessed of the property to the use of 
the trustees named in the second deed upon trust for 
Frances for life, her husband for life, with remainder to 
the use of the first and every other son of Frances 
and her husband in tail male. Under this dispo- 
sition a son of Frances had become entitled in po- 
ssession, and the question was whether he succeeded 
to the property upon the disposition of Reginald or of 
Frances, his mother. The court held that the mother 
was the predecessor, on the ground that, in substance, 
the.arrangement carried out by the deeds amounted to a 
purchase by Frances for valuable consideration. “In 
substance, she agreed to purchase the estate of her 
brother Reginald, his equity of redemption, the interest 
of the [mortgagees], and (subject to the lunatic’s life 
estate) the immediate and certain possession of the 
property ; and as a consideration she agreed to forego 
any contingent right she might have to possess the prop- 
erty free from incumbrances, and consented that it should 
be absolutely charged [in favour of the mortgagees] in fee 
with a sum of £37,000.” We think a good deal may be 
said for the view that the arrangement was a re-settlement 
ofthe property by Reginald, but we are not concerned to 
question the construction of the particular transaction. 
The important point to be observed is the inclination of 
the court to give a liberal interpretation to the doctrine 
laid down in Fryer v. Morland. 








Rehtews. 


PETITIONS IN CHANCERY AND LUNACY. 


Tuer Law anv Practice Retatine to Pertirions in Cuan- 
cERY AND Lunacy. By Sypney E, Witutass, Barrister- 
at-Law. Stevens & Haynes. 


In the presence of the various admirable books of 
practice which already exist, it is not quite easy to say 
that this work supplies any want felt by the profession 
generally. It is, however, a compilation of modest 
dimensions, and intelligently constructed; and it may 
accordingly be of service to practitioners (if such there 
be) who do not thoroughly know their way about the 
larger books; and it may also probably be useful to 
students. We should have been glad to find throughout 
‘the book references to the pages in the works of Daniell, 
Seton, Buckley, &c., where the matters are more fully 
dealt with; this single improvement, systematically 
carried out, would have rendered the present book 
a very convenient digest or index upon its own subject- 
matter. 

The more recent cases upon the practice of the court 
relating to petitions appear to have been noted with 
care, but we observe that here and there the true 
value of cases has hardly been appreciated. Speaking of 
payments for past maintenance to guardians of the poor, 
&c., of a fund in court belonging to a lunatic, Mr, 
Williams (at p. 29) says, “The court has, however, a dis- 
cretion to refuse payment, and where there is also a claim 
for past maintenance by relations, such claim will be 
preferred”’—for which he refers to In re Gibson (20 
W. R. 107., L. R. 7 Ch. 52). Now, that proves on ex~ 
amination to have been a case where the fund was 
not in court, but in the hands of the lunatic’s relatives, 
80 that it was a mere instance of a retainer being per- 
mitted of this kind of debt. In both that case and the 
case of Re Marman, which follows in the next foot-note, 
it was carefully pointed out that these claims for 
Maintenance are to be regarded as debts of the 
funatic; a doctrine which might well have been men- 
tioned in the text-book, for other consequences of import- 
ance flow from it—sve Jn re Harris (49 L. J. Ch. 327). 
With regard to the winding up of companies incorporated 
by special Act of Parliament, we find (p. 161) tho 





following statement, which strikes us in its unqualified | Some streets, which were public highways, had been stopped 


shape as rather technical, and hardly supported by the 
cases :—“* Where the special Act declares the works 
authorized to be of public advantage, the court will not 
make an order, unless it is positively shown that there is 
no other remedy.” In the observations upon the Trustee 
Relief Act, we find no notice of the law, which was settled 
after some conflicting authority by the Court of Appeal in 
Re Hardley’s Trusts (27 W. R. 587), as to the court 
giving directions with regard to the notice of payment in. 
Perhaps the point was considered to be not strictly within 
the scope of the book. On p. 118, in summarizing the 
cases under the Settled Estates Act, in which consents 
have been dispensed with, the facts of In re Spurway 
are imperfectly stated. It should have been added that 
there were four children living under age. At p. 306 
it is said that a guardian of a person of unsound mind 
has been appointed in the Chancery Division on petition, 
referring to the authorized report of Vane v. Vane. 
The inaccuracy of that report has since been pointed out 
on the bench, and was noticed in this journal in connec- 
tion with a subsequent decision (see 23 Soxtcrrors’ 
JournAL, p. 850). We do not wish to carp at writers 
who fail to give the references to all the contemporaneous 
series of reports; but we should have applauded Mr. 
Williams if his eye had fallen on the more accurate 
reports which existed of Vane v. Vane. 

In that part of the work which relates to winding-up 
petitions great allowance must be made for the restricted 
space at the author’s command, and the immense mass 
of law upon which his subject touches. Nevertheless, 
we are bound to protest against such unqualified state- 
ments as the following:—‘‘ A fully paid-up shareholder 
who presents & petition must allege and prove that there 
are assets of such an amount that in the event of a 
winding up he will have a tangible share of surplus to 
receive (citing Re Rica Gold Company); and if the 
company is in voluntary liquidation, he will not be 
entitled to a compulsory or supervision order, except in 
a case of fraud, or where creditors support the petition.” 
The first part of this sentence should have been modified 
by reference to the case of the Diamond Fuel Company, 
in which Vice-Chancellor Malins’ view (reported 27 W. 
R. 336) was affirmed by the Court of Appeal in Novem- 
ber last. In the latter half of the sentence the word 
‘fraud ” is, of course, intended to be read in some 
highly artificial sense, but the language of Lord Justice 
James in the Gold Company’s case(to which Mr. Williams 
refers) was more guarded, and left a greater latitude. 

The book is furnished with a selection of forms and 
precedents; the ;arrangement of matter seems con- 
venient, and we have found it easy to consult. We 
have not observed any important omission within the 
scope of the treatise ; and the writer deserves the praise 
of having put together with some skill an unpretending 
work, which is at least more useful than certain larger 
law books we know of, 








Cases of the (eck. 
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Merropours Locan ManaGement Act, 1855 (18 & 19 
Vict. c. 120), ss. 96, 154—Vestinc oF Srreers in 
Vestry—Doration or Estates—Disusep Srrest.—On 
the 14th inst., the Court of Appeal (James, Coron, and 
TursiceR, L.JJ.) reversed the decision of Jessel, M.R., in 
the case of Rolls v. The Vestry of St, George's, Southwark 
(28 W. R. 366). The question was as to the construction of 
section 96 of the Metropolis Local Management Act of 1855, 
which provides that “all streets, being highways, and the 
pavements, stones, and other materialsthereof, . . . shall 
vest in and be under the management and control of the 
vestry or district board of the parish.” And by section 154 
it is enacted that “the vestry may sell and dispose of . . . 
any property whatsoever vested in them under this Act which 
it may appear to them may be properly sold or disposed of. 
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up by order of quarter sessions, The plaintiff was the owner 
of the land through which these streets passed, the site of the 
streets having originally belonged to his predecessors in title. 
He claimed to be entitled to the site of the stopped-up 
streets, on the ground that the Act gave to the vestry only a 
qualified estate or interest in them, which ceased when the 
streets ceased to be used as highways, Jessel, M.R., was of 
opiaion that the case was governed by the recent decision of 
the Court of Appeal in Coverdale v. Charlton (27 W. R. 257, 
L. B.4Q. B. D. 104), upon the construction of similar 
words in section 149 of the Pablic Health Act of 1875, that 
the property in the street and the subsoil to a certain 
depth (though the court did not define to what depth) 
was vested in the vestry. He was of opinion that 
section 96 did not in any way limit the duration of the 
right of the vestry, but that the street was absolutely 
vested in them, and he thought that if it was otherwise 
section 154 would be absurd, for it would enable the vestry 
to sell a street in actual use. The Court of Appeal were 
of opinion that Coverdale v. Chariton did not affect the 
question of the duration of the estate of the vestry, and 
they expressed their concurrence in that decision. They 
were of opinion that what was vested in the vestry was 
“ streets deing highways”’—i.e., streets so long as they Were 
used as highways. When aatreet ceased to be used asa 
highway the estate of the vestry came to an end, like any 
other limited estate, by virtue of the original limitation 
imposed upon it in its creation. When the public pur- 
peses for which the estate was giveu to the vestry came to 
av end, their estate came to an end. And, in the same 
way, when a new street became a highway, it would vest 
in the vestry. Their lordships thought that section 154 
created no difficulty, for it only authorized the vestry to 
sell that, whatever it was, which was actually vested in 
them.—Soticitors, Markby, Wilde, & Burra; Cross, Sons, 
& Riley. 





InTERES1—Poticy or Lire Assurance—3 & 4 Wi. 4, 
c. 42, ss. 28, 29.—In a case of Webster y. The British Em- 
pire Mutual Life Assurance Company, before the Court of 
Appeal on the 15th inst., the question arose whether an in- 
surance company were liable to pay interest on the sum 
payable under a life policy, under the following circumstances. 
The assured had deposited the policy with the plaintiff by 
way of sécurity for a loan, but no written assignment was 
executed. By the terms of the policy the sum assured was 
made payable within two months after proof of the death of 
the assured. The assured having died insolvent, no adminis- 
tration was taken out to his estate, and the company declined 
to pay the sum assured to the plaintiff in the absence of a 
legal personal representative. After adelay of some years 
the plaintiff brought the action against the company. 
Jessel, M.R., held that the company could not have safely 
paid the money to the plaintiff, there being no one who 
could give a legal discharge for it, without the indemnity of 
the order of the court. And, under the power conferred by 
section 44 of the Act 15 & 16 Vict. c. 86, his lordship dis- 
pensed with the presence of a legal personal representative, 
and ordered the money to be paid to the plaintiff, giving 
the company all their costs of the action. But, following 
his own previous decision in Crossley v. The City of Glasgow 
Life Assurance Company (25 W. R. 264, L. R. 4 Ch. D. 421), 
he held that the company must pay interest on the money 
from the date of proof of the death of the assured. 
The Court of Appeal (James, Corton, and TuEsiceEr, 
L.JJ.) held that no interest was payable. They 
said that interest would only be given by way of 
damages for the wrongful detention of the money by the 
company, andhere the company had been in no way in‘de- 
fault. They could not have got a good discharge for the 
money in the absence of a legal personal representative of the 
assured, except under the order of the court in the action. 
The delay was due to the plaintiff’s own default in not in 
the first instance procuring an assignment of the policy, 
and afterwards in not taking out eicaishestion to the 
assured on bringing his action against the company. Though 
the giving of interest was a matter within the discre. 
tion of the judge acting as a jury, the Court of Appeal could 
review his order when he had exercised his discretion on a 
wrong principle. The evidence showed that the company 
had kept the money lying idle, but Tuesiczr, L.J., 
said that, even if it had been shown that the company had 
made interest on the money, he should have been of opinion ] 





that, as there had been no default on their part, they would: 
not have been liable to pay interest to the plaintiff.—Souzct. . 
tors, 0. B. Wooler; Watson, Sons, § Room. 





IncuMBENTS REsIGNATION ACT, 1871, s. 1O—ARREARS oF 
PENsION—ACTION AGAINST PRESENT INCUMBENT—RIGHT oF 
Ser-orF—APpLicaTion TO Stay ExecuTion—TiMe op 
Makinc.—In a case of Gathercole v. Smith, before the 
Master of the Rolls on the 15th inst., a question was raised 
as to the construction of section 10 of the above Act, which 
is as follows :—“ The pension so allowed shall be a charge- 
upon the revenues of the benefice, and shall be recovarable 
as a debt at law or in equity from the incumbent of the said 
benefice by the retired clerk, his executors, administrators, 
or assigns, but such pension shall not be transferable at law 
or in equity.” The action was brought by the present in- 
cumbent of a benefice who had resigned under the provisions. 
of the Act, subject to the payment of a half-yearly pension, 
against the present incumbent for three half years’ arrears of 
the annuity. The present incumbent had, it appeared, ob« 
tained assignments of a mortgage of the advowson by the 
plaintiff, of a sequestration of the living, and also of a judg. 
ment against the plaintiff, and he now by way of counter- 
claim claimed a set-off against the plaintiff's right to. 
the arrears. It appeared that in a previous action 
for some arrears Lord Coleridge, C.J., had allowed! 
the set-off. Jxsser, M.R. declining to follow the 
decision of Lord Coleridge, considered that the effect of 
section 10 of the Act was to create an inalienbale provision for 
the benefit of the past incumbent, and that no right of set-off 
or right under any assignment of the pension was an answer 
to the plaintifi’s claim. He therefore gave judgment for the 
plaintiff for the amount claimed in the action, with costs, and 
dismissed the counter-claim with costs, He said that the 
sum must be paid within fourteen days, and that any appli- 
cation to stay execution in consequence of an appeal must 
be by way of substantive application on motion, when 
notice of appeal had been actually given.—Soxrcrrors, Venn 
§ Woodcock ; Packers. 


PRACTICE—OPPOSED APPLICATION FOR REGISTRATION OF 
TRADE-MARKS — MODE OF OBTAINING DECISION OF Count 
—TrapE-Marks Ruts, 16, 44.—In a case of In re 
Simpson, Davies § Sons’ Application, before the Master 
of the Rolls on the 11th inst., the motion was by the parties 
opposing the aprlication to register, for a declaration that 
the applicants were not entitled to register and an injunc- 
tion restraining them from taking further proceedings to 
obtain registration, and for leave to proceed under the 
notice of motion and not by special case, The matter stood’ 
for the determination of the court under rule 16, and the 
preliminary objection was taken that it was wrong in 
form for the opponents to bring the matter on, it was 
for the applicants to do that, On the other hand, if 
was argued that this mode of proceeding had been 
previously adopted in Jn re Farina (1) (26 W. R. 261); 
In ve Farina (2) (27 W. R. 456), and other cases, in 
none of which had any objection been taken, and that 
it was convenient for the direction of the court as te 
the mode of trial to be asked on the same occasion as the 
subitantial relief. JEssEL, M.R., held that the application 
was irregular in form, and that the proper course was for 
the applicant for registration to apply in chambers for 
direction as to the mode of trial, and not for the opponent 
to begin. The usual course followed by his lordship was to 
direct the applicant to take out a summons for leave to 
register, which was adjourned into court and there argued 
Tf a different practice bad been followed in previous cases. 
it was because the irregularity had not been noticed by the 
judge. The motion would stand over and come on witi 
the summons, which his lordship then proceeded to direct 
the applicant to take out.—Soxicirors, Higginson & Vigers 5 
Wright, Becket, & Co. 





ConTRACT TO TAKE SHARES IN ComMPANY—M1SREPRE- 
SENTATION — FRAUDULENT PROSPECTUS — ACTION AGAINST 
Drrectors.—In a case of Arkwright +. Newbold, before 
Fry, J., on the 10th, inst., the action was brought by # 
shareholder in the company against the directors, claiming 
damages on the ground that the plaintiff had been induced’ 
to become a shareholder by means of misrepresentation® 
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contained in a prospectus of the company which had been 
issued by the defendants. The company had proved un- 
successful, and the question was raised whether, inasmuch 
as the plaintiff had never attempted as against the company 
to rescind his contract to take shares, he was entitled to 
‘recover damages from the defendants. Fry, J., took time 
to consider this question, and ultimately held that the plain- 
tiff was not precluded from recovering damages from the 
defendants. —Soxtcrtors, Phelps, Sidgwick, § Biddle ; 
Clarke, Woodcock, § Ryland, 





PLeapING—IssUE BETWEEN Co-DEFENDANTS—NOTICE— 
Orp. 16, x. 17.—In a case of Sicel v. Dizon, before Fry, 
J., on the 14th inst., a question arose as to raising issues 
between co-defendants. The action was brought by two 
persons named Steel and Chater, who had joined with two 
others named Dixon and Gurney in signing a promissory 
note as sureties for one Robiuson. Robinson afterwards 
-assigned his furniture to Dixon and Gurney as an indemnity 
‘to them against any liability they might incur on the note, 
and gave them a power of sale. Before the note became 
due, Robinson had filed a liqidation petition, and the 
sureties had to pay the note at maturity. Each of them 
paid a fourth part of the amount, Dixon and Gurney sold 
the furniture under their power of sale, and Steel and 
‘Chater brought the action against them, claiming, as co- 
sureties, the right to share rateably in the proceeds of sale, 
nd an account of these proceeds, and payment accord- 
ingly. The trustee in Robinson’s liquidation was also made 
a defendant to the action. He delivered to the plaintiffs a 
statement of defence, in which he said that at the date of 
the assignment of the furniture Robinson was utterly in- 
solvent, and that the assignment was an act of bankruptcy 
and void as against the trustee; that Dixon and Gurney 
had sold effects belonging to Robinson which were not 
comprised in the assignment, and that they claimed to 


‘deduct from the proceeds of sale an exorbitant and im- 


vproper amount for costs and expenses, And the trustee 
also said that he claimed to receive the whole of the 
proceeds of the sale of the furniture comprised in the 
assignment which had been received by Dixon and Gurney. 
‘The defendants Dixon and Gurney applied to the trustee's 
solicitors for a copy of their statement of defence, and a 
copy was furnished to them upon payment for it, but the 
statement was not delivered to them in any other way. 
‘They applied to the court by motion for an order that those 
paragraphs of the trustee’s statement of defence which con- 
tained the above-mentioned allegations and claims might be 
struck out or amended, on the ground that they tended to 
prejudice, embarrass, and delay the fair trial of the action, 
or that the defendants Dixonand Saffery might be at liberty to 
deliver to the trustee a pleading to his statement of defence. 
Fry, J.,"held that, there being no question at issue between 
the applicants and their co-defendant, the trustee, they 
could not be heard to complain that the fair trial of the 
action would be embarrassed by his pleading, this being a 
matter which concerned the plaintiffs, But his lordship 
thought the points raised by the trustee affected the rights 
of the defendants Dixon and Gurney, and that it would be 
most convenient that they should be determined as between 
chim and these defendants, as well as between him and the 
plaintiffs, in the same action. He could not compel the 
trustee, if he was unwilling to do so, to amend his pleading 
80 as to raise the questions as against his co-defendants, but 
he would give them liberty to serve a notice, under rule 
17 of order 16, on the trustee, so as to raise those points as 
between themselves and him. That notice must be served 
within four days, and then the trustee would have a week 
within which to deliver any further pleading which he might 
be advised to put in. The applicants must pay the plain- 
‘tiffs’ costs of the motion, without prejudice to the question 
how these costs were ultimately to be borne, and the costs of 
the other parties would be reserved to the trial of the action. 
—Soxicrrors, Armstrong & Lamb; J. B. Churchill ; Stocken 
$ Jupp. 





“Civis” writes to the Zimes to warn the public that the 
Leases Bill, which entirely alters the relations between land- 
lord and tenant, is quietly making its way through the 
‘House of Commons without public attention being called to 
oa nae. [We have already drawn attention to the 





Hucieties. 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of 
this association was held at the Law Institution, on Wed- 
nesday, June 9, the following directors being present :— 
Mr. Sidney Smith (in the chair) ; Messrs. Asker (Norwich), 
Brook, Hedger, Pennington, Pidcock (Woolwich), Roscoe, 
Rose, Walters, and Williamson—(Mr. Eiffe, secretary). 
A sum of £65 was distributed in grants to necessitous 
non-members and the families of deceased non-members, 
seven gentlemen were admitted members of the association, 
and other business transacted. 








Law Students’ Souriwal. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


The weekly meeting of this society was held at the Law 
Institution, Chancery-lane, on Tuesday evening last, Mr. 
A. E. Hemsley in the chair, The question appointed for 
the evening’s debate was the following :—“ Is it desirable to 
alter the constitation of the House of Lords by giving to 
life peers the right to sit and vote therein, and by making the 
holders of certain high political offices ex oficio members? ” 
and was opened in the negative by Mr. J. D. Williams. Mr. 
W. B. M. Bird followed in the negative. The following 
gentlemen addressed the society in the affirmative: —Messrs. 
Kirk, Wright, Lloyd Jones, Napier. Mr. Ellis also spoke. 
The opener having replied, the question having been put to 
the meeting, was decided in the negative. 


GRAY’S INN MOOT SOCIETY. 


A meeting of the above society was held in Gray’s-inn 
Hall on Monday, the 7th inst., when the following question 
was argued before A. S. Eddis, Esq., Q.C. :— 

A. in January, 1878, paid into his private account at his 
bankers £1,000, which arose from asecurity improperly realized, 
which he held in trust for B. In February, 1878, he paid 
into the same account £500 of his own moneys, and in 
the subsequent part of the same year drew out for his own 
purposes, by cheques in the ordinary manner, sums amount- 
ing in the whole to £1,000. He paid into the same account 
in January, 1879, £500 of hisown moneys. In February, 
1879, £2,000, which arose from a_ security improperly 
realized, which he held in trust for C., and in March, 1879, 
£1,500 of his own moneys. In the subsequent part of 1379 
he drew out for his own purposes, by cheques in the ordinary 
manner, sums amounting in the whole to £2,500. He died 
in January, 1880. 

B., C., and the personal representative of A. respectively, 
claim to be interested in the balance of £2,000 standing to 
his credit. What are their respective rights? 

Mr. H. F. Boyd, Inner Temple, appeared for the represen- 
tative of A.; Mr. F. B. de M. Gibbons, of Gray’s-inn, for 
B.; and Mr. Todd, of Gray’s-inn, for C. The president 
was accompanied by J. A. Russell, Esq., Q.C. (hon. president 
of the society), and several other benchers of the Inn; and 
there was a large attendance of barristers and students 
belonging to the various Inns of Court. 

Judgment was given by the learned president in favour of 
C. for the whole amount. 

On Friday, the 11th inst., the following question was argued 
before W. C. Fooks, Esq., Q.C., by Mr. H. F. Lester, Inner 
Temple, and Mr, C. AY. Conybeare, Gray’s-inn, fcr the 
affirmative case; and Mr. E. R. Levey, and Mr. Richards, 
of Gray’s-inn, for the negative:— 

A. B., passing over a thronged thoroughfare, comes into 
collision with tools carried by a workman which project 
from his side. 

The workman had been using the tools at an unfinished 
“ piece-work job,” upon which he was employed by aud 
under the direction of his master, and he was on his road, 
during his own time, to place the tools in his master’s store 
from whence they had been supplied. 

The rules of the master’s service were that his workmen 
should deposit money to secure the master against loss of 
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pee and 





tools, and that all tools supplied should be returned into 
store when not in actual use. 
The workman had made a deposit on the footing of the 


es, 

The workman and A. B. could have passed each other 
without collision, if each or either had given way, for which 
there was sufficient room without either of them jolting 
against other passengers. 

A. B. had not observed the tools until he felt himself 
injured by them, and but for the tools no collision would 
have ensued. 

Is the master liable to compensate the injured passen- 

er? 

The learned president having given judgment affirming 
the master’s liability, the society adjourned until next term. 








Obituarny. 


MR. GEORGE CLIVE. 


Mr. George Clive, barrijiter, many years M.P. for Hereford, 
died rather suddenly at Perrystone, near Ross, on the 8th 
inst. Mr. Clive was the third son of Mr. Edward Bolton 
Clive, of Whitfield, Herefordshire. He was born in 1803, 
and was educated at Harrow and at Brasenose College, 
Oxford. He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in 
Trinity Term, 1830, and was formerly a member of the 
Oxford Circuit. He acted as an assistant poor law com- 
missioner, and was for several years recorder of the 
borough of Wokingham. He was appointed stipendiary 
magistrate at Wandsworth Police-court in 1839, and on the 
parsing of the first County Courts Act he was nominated by 
Lord Cottenham to the judgeship of the Southwark County 
Court. He discharged his judicial duties with great ability 
till his resignation in 1857, when he was elected M.P. for the 
city of Hereford in the Liberal interest. From 1859 till 
1862 he was Under-Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment under Lord Palmerston’s second administration. Mr. 
Clive sat for Hereford till 1869, when he was unseated on 
péetitior, but was again returned in 1874. He occupied 
an influential position in the House of Commons. During 
the last Parliament he gave his snpport to the foreign policy 
of the Conservative party, and in consequence of a difference 
of opinion with some of his supporters he retired at the recent 
general election. Mr. Clive was a magistrate and deputy- 
lientenant for Herefordshire, and had been chairman of 
quarter sessions for that county since 1871, and in that 
capacity his former judicial experience was extremely valu- 
able. He was married to a daughter of Sir Thomas Harvie 
Farquhar, baronet, and he leaves two sons and two daughters. 
One of his daughters is the wife of the present Lord Lyttel- 
ton. Mr. Clive was buried at Foy Church on the 12th inst. 








Appuinturents, Ete. 


Mr. Samvet Boretzr Baisrowe, Q.C., has been ap- 
pointed Judge of County Courts for Circuit No. 33, in suc- 
cession to Mr. John Worlledge, resigned. Mr. Bristowe is 
the «ldest son of Mr. Samuel Ellis Bristowe, of Beesthorpe 
Hall, Nottinghamshire. He was born in 1822, and was 
formerly fellow of Trinity Hall, Cambridge, where he 
graiuated as a senior optime in 1845. He was called tothe 
bar at the Ioner Temple in Trinity Term, 1848, and is a 
member of the Midiand Circuit. He became a Queen’s 
Counsel in 1872, and he is a bencher of the Inner Temple. 
Mr. Lristowe was for a short time recorder of Newark, 
and represented that borough in the Liberal interest from 
1870 until the recent general election. 


Mr. Gzorncx Perer Maxtts, barrister, has been appointed 
Secretary to the Committee appointed by the Admiralty to 
investigate the cause of the lors of H,M.S. Atalanta. 
Mr, Martin was called to the bar in Hilary Term, 1872, and 
is deputy judge-advocate of the fleet at Portsmouth. 


Mr. James Morrexam, Q.C., judge of county courts, has 
been elected a Bencher of the Middle Temple. 

Mr. Joseru Sewxx1, solicitor (of the firm of Sewell & 
Son), of Cirencester, has been appointed a Perpetual Com- 








missioner for Gloucestershire for taking the Acknowledgments. 


of Deeds by Married Women. 


Mr. Tuomas DarnxwatTer Syzrs, solicitor (of the firm of 
Dixon & Syers), of Liverpool and Seaforth, has been ape. 
pointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme 
Court of Judicature. 


The Rev. Henry Wace, M.A., Chaplain of Lincoln’s-inn, 
has been appointed Preacher to that Society, in succession to- 
the Rev. Frederick Charles Cook, resigned. 


Mr. Grorce WILKINSON, solicitor (of the firm of Chartres, 
Youll, & Wilkinson), of Newcastle-upon-Tyne, has been 
appointed Clerk to the Visiting Justices of the Newcastle 
Prison. Mr. Wilkinson was admitted a solicitor in 1876, 
and is clerk to the magistrates at Newcastle. 

Mr. Wooprorpe Brapon Wooprorpk, solicitor, of 
Sherborne, has been appointed Registrar of the Belper and 
Ilkeston County Courts (Circuit No. 19), in succession to 
Mr. William Machin Ingle, deceased. Mr. Woodforde was. 
admitted a solicitor in 1877. 


— 


DISSOLUTION OF PARTNERSHIP. 


Witt1am Encranp How terr and Bartnotomew Howe 
LETT, solicitors, Kirton-in-Lindsey, Lincoln. May 31, 1880. 
(Gazette, June 11.) 








Conwpanies. 


—_—— 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 


Jomnt Stock Companies. 
Limitrp In CHANCERY. 


FAvLKENER, TAYLor, AND Company, Limirep.—Petition for winding 
up, presented June 8, directed to be heard before the M.R. on, 
June 19. Johnson and Weatheralls, King’s Bench walk, Temple,. 
for Clegg, Oldham, solicitor for the petitioner 

Freta Hovuss Paper Miiuis Company, Limrrep.—Potition for wind 
ing up, presented June 8, directed to be heard before the M.R. om 
June 19. Emmet and Son, Bloomsbury sq, for Emmetand Walker, 
Halifax, solicitors for the petitioner 

Frets Hovss Paper Minis Company, Limitep.—Petition for winds 
ing up, presented June 10, directed to be heard before the M.R. om 
July 19. Van Sandau and Cumming, King st, Cheapside, for 
Mills and Bibby, Huddersfield, solicitors for the petitioners 

LONDON AND PALATINE Fire Insurance Company, Limirep.—Cre- 
ditors are required, on or before July 6, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts and claims, to Fred- 
erick Bertram Smart, 53, Cannon st. July 16 at 12 is appointed for 
hearing and adjudicating upon the said claims 

Patent Star Fire Ligurer Company, Limirep.—Creditors are 
required, on or before July 4, to send their names and addresses, 
and the particulars of their debts and claims, to Francis Edward 
Street, 14, Queen Victoria st. July 12 at 12 is appointed for hear- 
ing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

(Gazette, June 11. ] 


CuristiAN S1GNAu Pusiisnine Company Liuitrp.—By an order 
made by the M.R., dated June 5, it was ordered that the company 
be wound up. Hewitt and Alexander, Ely pl, solicitors for the 
petitionas 

Loypon anp County Suprry Association, Limivep (formerly 
called the Warehousemen and Clerks’ Direct Supply Association, 
Limited).—Petition for winding up presented June 12, directed to 
be heard before V.C. Malins on June 25. Saxelby and Faulkner, 
Tronmonger lane, solicitors for the petitioners 

MADEIRA AND Mamore Ratuway Company, Limirrp.—By an order 
made by the M.R., dated June 5, it was ordered that the company 
be wound up. Clements, Gresham House, Old Broad st, solicitor 
for the petitioners 

TRANMERE FeRRY Company, Limitep.—By an order made by V.C. 
Hall, dated June 4, it was ordered that the company be wound up, 
Robinson and Cameron, Gracechurch st, for Gill and Archer, 
Liverpool, solicitors for the company ; 

[ Gazette, June 15.] 


Frrenpiy Socretres Dissoivep, 
Devonshire Rooms, Grassington,. 


[ Gazette, June 11.] 


Warrpatr Longe Society, 
fork, June 4 








On Saturday evening the members of the Northern and 
North-Eastern Circuits entertained the Solicitor-General, 
Sir Farrer Herschel], Q.C., M.P., at dinner at Willis’s Rooms, 
King-street, St. James’s, in celebration of his recent appoint~ 
ment as one of the law officers of the Crown, There was ® 
considerable muster of the members of both circuits, 
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Solicitors’ Cases. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHanoery Division. 
(Before Fry, J.) 

June 13.—Re Cave. 

This. was a motion made on behalf of the official solicitor 
to have the name of Mr. Charles White Cave struck off the 
rolls for misconduct as a solicitor in the management of trust 
fonds and certain mortgage transactions which took place about 
twelve years ago. Mr. Charles White Cave had been ap- 
pointed a trustee of a settlement made on the marriage of his 
brother Frederick, and by survivorship had become the sole 
trustee. Portions of the trust money were invested in a house 
called Durham-house, at Wandsworth, and some land near it. 
The property was conveyed to Mr. Frederick Cave. Mr. and 
Mrs. Frederick Cave resided at the house and the land was built 
upon, There was an intention to take a mortgage of the pro- 
perty for the benefit of the trust, but this intention was never 
carried out ; but money was raised by a legal mortgage to a 
Mr. Chaplin, and various subsequent charges in favour of 
other persons were also created. Mr. Charles Cave acted 
in these matters for his brother, and in the mortgage to 
Chaplin also acted as solicitor for the mortgagee. Recently 
equitable questions arose as to the right of the beneficia- 
ries under the settlement to follow the trust money into 
the property, and what position the lien they claimed on 
the property was entitled to in point of priority among the 
various charges on the land. These questions, it may be 
remembered, were decided in the actions of Cave v. Cave 
and Chaplin v. Cave, decided in April last. His lordship 
then held that the legal mortgagees were entitled to a first 
charge, and the lien of the trust estate ranked next to 
that mortgage, and had priority over the various equitable 
trusts, on the ground that the lien was created when the 
investment was made, and was thus prior in point of time 
to any of. the incumbrances, and he gave direetions which 
resulted in this application, which was made in those 
actions. 

Rigby appeared for the official solicitor ; Cookson, Q.C., 
and Northmore Lawrence for Mr Charles Cave. 

Fry, J., said he was willing to believe the explanation 
now given by Mr. Cave of certain statements made in 
negotiating the mortgages—that the property was un- 
incumbered ; that he was ignorant of an elementary point of 
lw—namely, that the trust fund could be followed into the 
investment. It remained, however, that his statements 
were inaccurate in another respect—viz., that the purchase- 
money had been withdrawn from business. Mr. Cave had 
committed, according to his explanation, a gross breach of 
trust in letting his brother, the tenant for life in remainder, 
have the money without taking any security ; again, when 
money was raised on mortgage, in not seeing that it was ap- 
plied to the trust. Looking at this, coupled with the fact that 
Mr. Cave had reaped certain personal benefits in the 
receipt of certain sums for costs and professional services, in 
his lordship’s opinion, his conduct was such that he could 
not pass it over, though the transactions had taken place 
twelve years ago. His lordship suspended Mr. Cave from 
practising for a period of three months, and directed him to 
pay the costs of this application. —Zimes, 





Queen’s Bencu Drviston. 

(Before Lusx, Fretp, and Manisry, JJ.) 

Jane 10,.—Jn the Matter of a Solicitor. 
_ Cyril Dodd moved for a rale nisi calling upon a s0- 
icitor to answer the matters of an aflidavit made 
"y one Scrimshaw, a Nottinghamshire farmer, who 
prcre that in 1877 a sum of £200 which he had 
ent on mortgage had been paid off. This money, 
the affidavit stated, had been paid to the solici- 
)T against whom the present application was made, and 
he had afterwards told the applicant that be had lent it 
os him on mortgage on some other freehold property in 
Nottinghamshire. In 1878 the solicitor had admitted 
that such was not, in fact, the case, and the applicant had 
nen consented to the money being held by him in 
consideration of his paying interest. This he did for two 
1 when, on his failing to make the payment then due 
9 the applicant, the latter consulted another solicitor, 


The Court said: it was quite clear that the applicant 
had: known two: years ago that the: solicitor had not 
invested the money: again on mortgage. There’ wae a 
standing rule of the court that this quasi-criminal prece- 
dure was not to be allowed to be used only forthe purpose 
of extorting payment from a solicitor, but under the par- 
ticular circumstances of the case a rule isi would be 
granted calling upon the solicitor to show cause why lis 
should not beordered to pay to the applicant the £200 and 
interest. 








County Courts, 


BIRMINGHAM. 
(Before J. Morrzram, Esq., Q.C., Judge.) 
Pickersgill v. Hastings. 


In the course of this interpleader case, 

Young, who appeared for the interpleaders, handed in 
an Office copy of the bill of sale and a certificate of its 
registration. 

Daly, for the execution ereditor, said he had to take anu 
objection. The bill of salé was perfectly correct in all its 
particulars, and had evidently been drawn by an experi- 
enced and careful solicitor. It was, in fact, an ironclad 
instrument in itself, but he found that the certified copy 
from the Queen’s Bench Registry in London, upon which 
depended the whole validity of the instrument, purported 
to be sworn to before ‘‘a commissioner to administer 
oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature of England,” 
signing himself, “ Edward B.” He could find no commis- 
sioner of that name in the Law List, and on the ground 
that there was no such person as “ Edward B.” authorized 
to administer oaths he objected to the document. If there 
were such a person he should like to see him, and he 
challenged Mr. Young to produce him. As it was-he 
contended that it came before the court as an unregistered 
bill of sale. 

Young disputed Mr. Daly’s right to makesuch a chal. 
lenge, and said he should, of course, ask for an adjourn- 
ment. 

Daly denied that the onus lay upon him. Mr. Young 
had produced a document which purported to be a certi- 
fied copy of a bill of sale; an objection had been raised 
to its validity, and it was now the daty of Mr. Young to 
show that the document was genuine and valid. As to the 
possibility of the apparent error being amended he main- 
tained, with the greatest respect, that his Honour had no 
authority to sit in review upon and correct the errors of a 
document from the Court of Qaeen’s Bench. The doca- 
ment upon which his friend’s case rested was attested by 
an impossible person. His opponents had had ample time 
to prepare their case in support of their bill of sale, and to 
see that there was no flaw in it. 

His Honour observed that the affidavit was sworn “‘ ag 
Birmingham, in the county of Warwick, before mg 
Edward B.” Must he not, therefore, presume that thee 
was such a person? He did not know that he had a rig hé 
to inquire farther. There was a document purporting to 
be sworn before a person who had a Christian name, and 
all they could say about the surname was that it was an odd 
one. How could Mr. Daly get over the diffioulty? A 
reference to the Zaw List was not sufficient, as between the 
date of the compilation of the list and the date of the 
document such a person as Mr. ‘‘B.” might have been 
admitted. 

Young explained that Mr. Edward Bickley attested the 
document, and suggested that the clerk who made the copy 
was unable to make out the surname, and having left it 
incomplete at the time had forgotten toascertain the proper 
name and fill it in. 

Daly said they had to deal with “Edward B.” and not 
with Mr. Bickley ; and the name was an impossible one. 
His Honour: Is it an impossible name ? 

Daly urged that it was an unheard-of name, and that the 
error was patent in itself and fatal to the validity of the 
registration of the bill of sale. He would subpena all the 
solicitors of Birmingham who were commissioners for 
administering oaths to show that there was no such com- 





ho advised him to make the present application. 


missioner as “ Edward B.” 
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Young added, in support of his statement, that the in- 
formality rested with the registration office ; that Mr, Eadon 
assured him that the original was properly signed. 

Daly said that would not help his friend in the least, for 
the filed copy, the only proof admissible—that of the 
registrar of the Queen’s Bench Division—gave the signature 
as “‘ Edward B.” 

His Honovr drew attention to a case from which he said 
he might decide that the court would not take judicial 
notice of who were its commissioners ; but 

Daly pointed out that such a ruling would open a wide 
door to fraud. 

After further discussion, his Honour adjourned the case 
to allow of further consideration of the matter on all sides. 





HUDDERSFIELD. 
(Before J. W. De Loncurvitte GirrarD, Esq., Judge.) 
Re Tattersfield § Son. 

Where debts have been incurred in carrying on a busines® 
under inspection with a view to the payment of the composi- 
tion, such debts will be ordered to be paid in priority to the 
original debts of the debtor. 

This was an application by George Tattersfield and 
James Walker Tattersfield, who had traded together as 
mannfacturers at Mirfield, near Huddersfield, Yorkshire, 
and whose affairs were under liquidation, against Mr. J. D. 
Good, of Dewsbury, accountant, the trustee under their 
liquidation, for an order directing that the estate should be 
administered ; that the trustee should be directed to dis- 
tribute the same ; and that he should be ordered to pay 
certain debts which had been contracted since the date of 
the liquidation. 

S. Learoyd, of Huddersfield, appeared for Messrs. Tat- 
tersfield in support of the motion. 

Chadwick, of Dewsbury, on behalf of the trustee. 

Learoyd, in support of the motion, stated that on the 14th 
of May, 1878, the debtors filed their petition, resolutions 
for liquidaticn were passed, and Mr. Good was appointed 
trustee. On the 2Ist of June, 1878, a meeting was called 
under section 28, and it was then resolved that the estate 
should remain vested in the trustee, that it should be worked 
by the debtors under the supervision of the trustee and com- 
mittee of inspection, and that the profits that were made 
should be applied in payment to the creditors of a com- 
position of 13s. 4d. in the pound by four equal instalments ; 
that a deed was then entered into which contained the 
usual provisions of a deed of inspection ; that amongst other 
things it was by the deed provided that the composition 
should be paid ; that in the meantime the estate should re- 
main vested in the trustee, and that upon the payment of 
the composition the trustee should re-assign the estate to the 
debtors. The debtors covenanted that they would carry on the 
business subject to the directions and under the control of 
the trustee and the committee of inspection, and would per- 
fowm and observe their orders and directions; that they would 
not dispose of any part of their estate, and would keep books 
and account to the trustee. The deed contained a proviso 
that if, atany time before any of the composition bills became 
due, the committee of inspection, in the exercise of their un- 
controlled discretion, should be of opinion that the business 
was not progressing satisfactorily, and should not longer be 
earried on, that then they should have power to discontinue 
the business and enter into possession of the property and 
realize the same. The deed contained no provision as to 
the payment of the new debts, and the trust for payment 
was simply confined to the original creditors. The first 
instalment of the composition of 3s, 4d. in the pound was paid, 
but before the second instalment became payable all parties 
seemed to be agreed that the business could not be worked 
to advantage; the trustee then entered into possession, 
carried on the business under the direction of the debtors 
for some time, and had since realized and disposed of it. 
During the time the debtors were carrying on the business 
under the deed, goods were purchased and debts were con- 
tracted ; the trustee had not paid those debts, and the credi- 
tors were now taking proceedings against the debtors for the 
recovery of the amounts, and actions were pending. The 
trustee had received assets of a much greater amount than 
would discharge the whole of the debts. Mr. Learoyd 
contended oe these circumstances, first, if the trustee 
had carried on the business for the benefit of the credi- 








tors, that this had been done with a view of creating assets 
out of the working of the business, and that it was not com. 
petent for the creditors to take these assets without, at the 
same time, undertaking the liabilities which had been 
incurred in order to create the assets, and that having taken 
the assets, they must pay the debts. Secondly, he contended 
that, assuming the trustee had not carried on the business, 
but that he had simply allowed the trustee to do so, then, 
that the trustee having allowed the debtors to have posses. 
sion of the estate and to deal with it, the new creditors who 
had depended upon this estate were entitled to be paid 
before the old creditors took anything. 

Chadwick, on behalf of the trustee, contended that the 
trustee had not carried on the business ; that he was willing 
to abide by any order the court might make ; that the 
trustee had received express notice from the old creditors 
and from the solicitors discharging him from paying the 
new debts, and claiming the assets as belonging to them 
exclusively ; and that he, therefore, could not consent to 
any order being made upon the motion. 

His Honovr, in giving judgment, stated that he had 
no hesitation whatever in ordering that the debts in 
question should be paid out of the estate. It would 
be a rank injustice if the new oreditors were not to 
be paid, for their debts had been contracted in an 
experiment on the part of the old creditors to carry on 
the business to an advantage in order to make a larger 
sam out of it than they could have made by realizing. 
As they had undertaken the trading, or had sane- 
tioned this trading for the purpose of benefiting them- 
selves, they, of course, must pay for the trading which 
had thus been carried on before they could divide the 
estate amongst themselves. The creditors had undoubt- 
edly held out the debtors as justified in carrying on the 
business with the assets which they had left in their hands, 
and it would be an injustice to the debtors that they 
should be personally burdened with the payment of these 
debts, while the whole of the assets which they had created 
in incurring the debts had been taken from them. He should 
order that the debts be forthwith paid by the trustee, and 
also the costs incurred by the suing creditors, and also the 
costs which had been incurred by the debtor in defending 
this motion, and in the several proceedings against the 
debtors. 








Leqislattaw of the Week. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
JUNE 10.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 

Private Bitts.—Didcot, Newbury, and Southampton 
Junction Railway, Denton and Haughton Gas. 

BILLS IN COMMITTEE. 

Settled Land, Limitation of Actions, Conveyancing and 
Law of Property, Solicitors’ Remuneration (all passed 
through Committee). 

JUNE 11.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 

Private Bitt.—Chipping Wycombe Borough Extension. 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME, 

Private Bitts.—Woodside and South Croydon Railway, 
Blenheim Settled Estates, Bristol Corporation. 

JUNE 14.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 

Paivate Brtts.—Marquis of Abergavenny’s Estate, South 
London Tramways (Extensions), Worcester and Aberysi 
with Junction Railway. 


BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 

Private Brt.—Bary and Tollington District Railway. 
JUNE 16.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME, 
Private BiLt.—Williamson’s Patent. 
BILL IN COMMITTEE. 

Burials (passed through Committee). 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME, 
Private Birt,—Swindon, Marlborough, and Andover 

Railway (Amendments). 

Limitation of Actions, Solicitors’ Remuneration. 





W 


G 
Hai 
H 
Pat 
Str 
Tay 
Tsr 
Wri 
W 


‘Wu 


M 
Wu 
Wor 





, then, 


3 who 
8 paid 


6 the 
rilling 
it the 
ditors 
ig the 
them 
ent to 


s had 
bts in 
would 
ot to 
in an 
ry on 
larger 
izing. 
sanc- 
them- 
which 
e the 
loubt- 
n the 
hands, 
they 
these 
reated 
jhould 
e, and 
30 the 
nding 
st the 


mpton 


ig and 
passed 


nsion. 


ilway, 


‘South 
eryat- 


Nay: 


nidover 





June 19, 1880. 


SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


635 








HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
JUNE 10.—BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Private Bitts.—Loose Valley Railway (New Title), 
:Satton Bridge Dock, 


BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 
Bill for the Closing of Public-houses in England and 
‘Wales on Sunday, making Provision for the Sale of Liquors 
during certain Hours for Consumption off the Premises 
(Mr. Pease). 


JUNE 11.—BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Private Bitts.—Aston (Liverpool-street) Burial-ground, 
Katz Naturalization, Vestry of St. Luke, Middlesex. 


JUNE 14.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Private Bitts.—Hendon Local Board, Portmadoc Water, 
“West Wickham and Hayes Railway. 
Spirits, 
BILL IN COMMITTEE. 
Metropolitan Commons (supplemental). 


JUNE 15.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Private BriiLs.—Deane Valley Water, North Metropo- 
litan Tramways. 


BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 
Cardiff Water. 


BILLS READ A FIRST TIME. 
Bill to Amend the Vaccination Acts. London and South- 
“Western (of London) District Post-Office Bill. 


JUNE 16.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Town Councils (Aldermen). 


BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 
Local Government (Gas) Provisional Order. 


BILLS READ A FIRST TIME. 

~’ for the Remuneration of Jarors (Mr. H. B. Sheri- 
-dan). 

Bill to make Provision for Borrowing in respect of certain 
‘County Bridges (Mr. Beaumont), 

Bill to Amend the Merchant Shipping Act, 1854 (Mr. 
Gourley). 

Bill to Remove Doubts as to the Meaning of Expressions 
relative to Time occurring in Acta of Parliament, Deeds, 
and other Legal Instruments (Dr. Cameron). 








Creditors’ Clainrs. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
LAST DAY OF PROOF. 


Anranims, Samurr, Ramsgate, Gent. July 1, 
son, V.C. Hall. Stanley, Austin friars 
Anprews, Tuomas, Brindley st, Paddington, Builder. 
Bolt v Andrews, V.C. Bacon. Fraser, Furnival’s inn, Holborn 
Barker, ALEXANDER, Piccadilly, Esq. July 2. Waterhouse v 
Perceval, M.R. Pawle, New inn, Strand 
Drewert, Frencu, & Company, 3, Paul’s Bakchouse ct, St. Paul’s. 
July 1. French v Drewett, V.C. Hall. Savidge, Hastcheap 
Gates, Wirtt1am, Downham Market, Norfolk, Farmer. June 30. 
Gurney v Gates, V.C. Malins. Nunn, Downham Market 
Hammerton, WiIvitaM, Maidstone, Grocer. June 30, Hammerton v 
Hudson, V.C. Bacon. Monckton and Co 
Patmer, THomas, Kneesall, Nottingham, Farmer. July 1. Palmer 
v Bennett, V.C. Bacon. Kirkland, Southwell 
Srraira, Exviza, Tunbridge Wells. July 1. 
Malins, Clayton, Lancaster pl, Strand 
Taytor, Emma, Torriano avenue, Kentish Town. June 30. 
v Arnold, V.C. Bacon. Sismey, Serjeant’s inn, Fleet st 
Tarspatx, Isaac, jun, Wykeham, Lincoln, Farmer, 
Teesdale v Benner, V.C. Hall. Calthrop, Spalding 
West, Witt1amM, Hampstead rd, Wheelwright. July 1, 
_. West, V.C. Malins. Webster, Furnival’s inn 
ILKINS, Mary, Sutton Valence, Kent. July 2. 
M.R. Kingsford, Essex st, Strand 
Witxiys, StsPHeEN, jun, Sutton Valence, Kent, Yeoman. 
Crispe v Crispe, M.R. Kingsford, Essex st, Strand 
Woops, Francis Guorar, Florenco rd, Deptford, Gent. July 9. 
V.C, Bacon 


Abrahams y John- 


July 13, 


Venn v Logan, V.C. 
Taylor 
June 30, 

West v 
Crispe v Crispe, 


July 2. 


(Gazelte, June 4.] 


‘Buxton, Tuomas, Caverswall, Stafford, Farmer. July 20, Buxton 
v Byrd, V.C. Bacon. Blakiston, Stafford 
Faaux, Carouix, Torriano avenue, Kentish Town. July 16. 
faylor v Groom, V.C. Bacon. Groom, Raymond’s bldgs, Gray’s 
m 


Jackson, Matuew, Bolsover, ‘Derby, Butcher, July 5, Armstrong 
V Jackson, V.C, Malins. Black, Chesterfield 





McSueen, James, Great Grimsby, Publican. June 30. Grange v 
McSheen, V.C. Hall. Haddelsey, Great Grimsby 

PgeRin, Jane, East st, Manchester sq. July 6. Walford v Dibben, 
M.R. Vizard, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Proraze, GeorGe, The Grove, Hammersmith, Gent. July 2. Pro- 
faze v Profaze, V.C. Bacon. Pass, Queen st, Cheapside 

Rearpon, Evien, New Terrace, Islington. July1. Norris v Pen- 
nington, V.C. Hall. Cookson and Co, New sq 

RowsnotHaM, Henry Suerrart, Reading, Draper. July 10, Allin 
v Green, V.C. Malins. Sharp, Bedford row 

Srret, Henry, Kennyside, Cumberland, Yeoman. July 10. Wells 
v Steel, V.C. Malins. Hayton, Cockermouth 

Sweeney, Danie, Leghorn, Italy, Tailor. July 31. Sweeney v 
Taylor, V.C. Hall. Poole, Chancery lane 

Wricut, Mary, Rugeley, Stafford. July 6. Heighway v Landor, 

M.R. Addleshaw, Manchester 


[ Gazette, June 8.] 





CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 25 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
Padiham, June 30, 


Hill and Co, Old 


ALDRED, JEREMIAH, Painter, 
Holland, Blackburn 

Bett, Tomas, Selborne, Hants, Esq. July 14, 
Broad st 

Boon, JosrpH Henry, Basseterre, Island of St Christopher, 
Medical Practitioner. July 3. Murray and Co, Birchin lane 


Lancashire, 


Brapiey, Jacos, Chesterfield, Derby, Gent. June 30. Black, 
Chesterfield 

Brace, Wititam, Witton, Warwick, Farmer. July 12. Slater 
and Marshalt?, Butcroft 

Cuarxk, CHaries, Hastings, Civil Engineer. Augl. Meadows and 


Elliott, Hastings 

Corron, Rev. Witttam CuHartEs, Frodsham, Cheshire. 
Ashton, Frodsham 

Day, Cuartotre, Nice, Alpes Maritimes, France. July 31. Sharland 
and Clarke, Tiverton 

Dickson, Francis Newserry, Carshalton, Surrey, Esq. 
Pattison and Co, Queen Victoria st 

Dixon, Ann, Selside, Westmorland. 
Milne, Kendal 

Durr, Emma, Devonport st, Hyde Park. July 1. 
Moorgate st 

Emerson, EvtexN, Framwellgate, Durham. 
Durham 

Farmer, Henry, Shalford, Surrey, Gent. 
ford 

Hanmer, Mary Ann CATHERINE, 
Collins, Reading 

Hap, CuHartes RoGcsers, Duke st, St James's, Gent. 
Rixons, Gresham House, Old Broad st 

Hopprvnortt, Sitas, Sherborne, Dorset, Ironmonger’s Assistant. 
Augl. Bartlett, Sherborne 

Hopskinson, FrEepgrickx, Gt Yarmouth, Gent. 
Yarmouth 

Keen, Bernarn, Byker, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Innkeeper. July 31. 
Mather and Co, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Mason, GrorGr Tomas, Boxsted Hall, Essex, Farmer. July 24. 
Smythies and Co, Colchester 

Martruews, Epwarp, Manchester, Baker. 

MecMurrrir, Wittram, Manchester, Accountant. 
and Morgan, Manchester 

Marars, Exizasstr, Marylebone rd. July 28. Hamlin and Grammer, 
Staple inn, Holborn 

Moorr, Joun Patrick, Birmingham, Hatter. 
mingham 

Morsk, Etrrasetn, Earl st, Lisson grove. 
Grammer, Staple inn, Holborn 

Parry, Joun, Stretford, nr Manchester, Gent. 
Co, Manchester 

Praxce, THomas HvuaGett, Ramsgate, Cordwainer. Nov 10. Daniel, 
Ramsgate 

Price, James, Birmingham, Licensed Victualler. June 30. Mitchell, 
Birmingham 

Rees, Evizanetn, Mynydd-du, Pembroke. 
Haverfordwest 


Aug 1. 


July 7. 
June 30. Harrison and 
Simpson and Co, 
June 28, Chapman, 
Aug 7. Craig, Guild- 
Berks. July 7. 


July 31. 


Reading, 


June 30. Holt, Gt 


July 31. Fox, Manchester 
July 1. Jeans 
July 9. Eaden,-Bir- 
July 28. Hamlin and 


June 30. Sale and 


June 6. Davies and Co, 


Rosrnson, Grorae, Carlisle, Miller. July 1. Wright and Brown, 
Carlisle 
Ross, Matcotm, Smedley, Manchester, Merchant. July 17. 


Taylor and Taylor, Manchester 

Satitows, Henry, Gilston, Herts, Farm Bailiff. 
and Thorneycroft, Bishop’s Stortford 

Samurt, Saunt, Edgbaston, Warwick. 
Birmingham 

Siupsoy, Tuomas, Nottingham, Architect. 
Williams, Nottingham 

Wetcna, Jonn Davis, Herne Hill, Straw Hat Manufacturer. Aug 1. 
Mackrell and Co, Cannon st : 

Wippows, Writiim Masters, Church rd, Stoke Newington, 
Butcher. July 1. Haigh and Agar, Gresham st 

Wyury, James, Church Eaton, Stafford, Land Agent. July 18. 
Hand and Co, Stafford ‘ 


June 2% Baker 


June 24. Bower and Co, 


July. 3. Hunt and 


[ Gazette, June 1.} 
Barrow, Epwarp Surarson, Golborne, Lancaster, Surgeon. July 
1, Heald, Wigan 
Brynetr, Josxen, Eccleston sq, Pimlico, Gent. Aug 31. 
ton Rogers, Victoria chambers, Westminster 
Bennett, Mary Ann, Eccleston sq, Pimlico. Aug 31, 
Rogers, Victoria chambers, Westminster 
Brrts, Epwarp, Leeds, Hatter. June 30. Dale, Leeds 
Broome, Brrsy, Denbigh. June 30, Nicholson and Co, Warrington 
BurnMan, Jonny, New Kent rd, Licensed Victualler, July 7. Tilhng, 
Bishopsgate st, Within : 
Bvanano, Rosset, St, Faith's, Norfolk, Butcher, July 20. Miller 
and Co, Norwich 


Warring- 


Warrington 
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Bvex, Susawwan Marearet, Halifax. June 30. Slaney and Son, 
Newcastle-under-Lyne 
Oxews, Wiiu1aM Biaxe, Plymouth, Bookseller. July1. Green- 
way, Plymouth 
Ett1s, Rosert, Hulme-within-Manchester, Builder. July 2. Brett 
and Craven, Manchester 
Exrris, Sampson, Wombwell, York, Grocer. July 7. Newman and 
Sons, Barnsley 
Fautxner, Cuarnes Parkes, Pattingham, Stafford, Farmer. 
Aug 1. Thorne and Co, Wolverhampton 
Fisuer, Ropert ALEXANDER, Clifton, Bristol, Judge. Aug 2. 
Cattell, Gt James st, Bedford-row 
Powter, Grorer, Foulsham, Norfolk, Farmer. July 20, Miller 
and Co, Norwich 
Hxrwoop, Jonny, Crumpsall, nr Manchester. July 31. 
Manchester 
Hrees, WittraM, Bristol, Gent. July 4. Dix, Bristol 
Hieut, Emma, Plumstead, Kent. July 6. Whale, Fvrnival’s- 
inn 
Hottanp, Danret, New Windsor, Berks, Butcher. July 12, Long 
and Co, Windsor 
Horxins, Davin, Fernando Po, Africa, Her Britannic Majesty’s 
Consul. Sep 30. Withall and Compton, Great George st, West- 
minster 
Jounson, IsapELttA, Monkwearmouth, Durham. July 31. May and 
Co, Adelaide pl 
Kay, Mary Ann, Leeds. July 20. Markland and Davy, Leeds 
Low, EtizasetH, Coningham rd, Shepherd’s-bush. June 30. 
Turner and Son, Leadenhall st 
Motyryevx, Mary, Stapland’s, Broad Green, ur Liverpool. Aug 2. 
Wright and Co, Liverpool 
Moy, GrorGe, Norwich, Fish Merchant. July 20. Miller and Co, 
Norwich ’ 
Neave, Samvgt, sen., Hertford, Draper. 
Longmore, Hertford 
River, Samvugt Sitx, Old Swinford, nr Stourbridge, Worcester, 
Esq. July 14. Burgoynes and Co, Oxford st 
Ropers, Marna, Glossop, Derby. July 18. Gaunt and Grainger, 
Manchester 
Taytor, Jonny, Gray’s-inn sq, Solicitor. July 7. Phillips, Gray’s- 
inn-sq 
THornton, E1iza, Shouldham st, St Marylebone. July 12. Inder- 
maur, Devonshire terrace, Portland pl 
eee, Old Kent-rd. July 3. Burr, St Paul’s Church- 
yarc 
Turner, JaAmEs Frepericx, Tyseley, Worcester, Gent. ‘Aug 1. 
Wilkinson and Gillespie, Walsall 
Turner, Junius, Small Heath, nr Birmingham, Gent. Aug 1. 
Wilkinson and Gillespie, Walsall 
Waanton, Taomas, Ringstead, Norfolk, Farmer. July 24. Ward, 
King’s Lynn 
Watson, Rosert ‘GreEn, Preston, Lancaster, Solicitor. July 1. 
Banks, Preston 
Wesser, Henry, Plaistow, Essex, Cheesemonger. July 17. Powell 


Pancras-lane 
(Gazette, June 4.] 


Parker, 


Aug 1. Sworder and 


ARNOLD, Hewry Recnas, Shepperton rd, Islington, Foreman 
Engineer. July 9. Browne-Kidder and Son, John st, Bedford-row 


— James, Orrell, Lancaster, Butcher. Aug 4. France, 
igan 
Bapiry, James, Mabelthorpe Hall, Lincoln, Farmer. Aug 1. 


Bell, Louth, 
Bavpry, J ouN, Hellesdon, Norwich, Gardener. June 25. Saddand 
Linay, Norwich 
Barton, Epwarp Brint, Aughton, Lancaster, Farmer. June 30. 
Tyrer and Co, Liverpool 
BLEeNnkinsop, MicHaEL, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Batcher. 
7 Joel, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Cox, Grorex, Seymour st, Euston sq, Corn Dealer. Aug 1. Brown, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields 
Davis, Samugt, Northfield, Worcester, Gent. July 4. Tyndall 
and Co, Birmingham 
Ferevuson, WittiaM Epwarp Larne, Claremont sq, Pentonville, 
M.D. July1. Hudson, Furnival’s-inn 
FirzGeRap, Req. Henry James, Lulworth, Dorset, Clerk. July 1. 
Symonds and Son, Dorchester 
Foster, Ricwarp, Willenhall, Stafford, Connecting Shackle 
_Manufacturer, July 15. Clarke, Willenhall 
Guirritus, Joun, Newport, Monmouthshire, Contractor. July 5, 
Gibbs and Llewellyn, Newport 
Jackson, Winuram, Back lane, Putney, Licensed Victualler. 
_ July 14, Corsellis, Wandsworth 
JOCELYN, Viscountess Frances Evizanetn, Hertford st, Mayfair. 
July 1, Valpy and Co, Lincoln’s-inn-fields 
TELL, WILLIAM Josern, Dulwich rd, Brixton, Cooper. June 20. 
arr and Co, Rood lane 
rMotT, MicHazL Anprew, Commercial rd East, Chemist. 
July 1. Dennan, Burdett rd 
Motynevx, Mary, Staplands Broad Green, nr Liverpool. Aug 2. 
Wright and Co, Liverpool 
Owryx, Davin Evanes, Llanybyther, Carmarthen, Innkeeper. 
July 26. Edwardes, Lampeter 


Sep 1. 








Potax, Martua, Dover st, Piccadilly. July 10, Lloyd, New- 
port 

Porax, Samven, Newport, Monmouth, Outfitter. July 10. Lloyd, 
Newport 


Pore, Danret Crarton, South Weald, Essex, Farmer. July 3. 
Postans and Landon, New Broad st 

Pootk, Jang, Brentwood, Essex. July 3. Postans and Landon, 
New Broad st 

Rostron, Mary, Gilda Brook, Eccles, Lancaster. June 30. 
Grundy and Co, Manchester 

Sart, Rev. Grorer, Clifton, Bristol, Clerk. July 14. Salt and 
Parnell, Bristol 

Scumip, Aurrep Epwarp, Brighton, C.E. Sep 4. Aldridge and 
Co, Bedford row 

Scorr, Joan Guittum, Junior United Service Club, a Lieutenant in 





one 53rd Regiment of Foot. 
8 


June 28. Coe, Hart st, Blooms. 


jury sq 
TwemLow, Rev. WittiaM Hamitton, Leamington, Warwick, Clerk, 
June 30. Bowlings and Co, Essex st, Strand 
Wauiinerr, Hesz Dorotny, Caversham rd, Kentish Town, 
July 1, Leman and Co, Lincoln’s-inn-fields 
Wurtz, ALExaNDER, Liverpool, Decorator, July 1. Roger and Co, 


Liverpool 
Wuitnam, Exvzen, Kew, Surrey. 
Palmerston bldgs, Old Broad st 


July 17. Morley and Shirreff, 


Witioversy, Frepericx, High st, Peckham, Butcher. July 12, 
Gush and Phillips, Finsbury circus 


[ Gazette, Tene 8.] 








Cuurt Papers. 


SUPREME COURT 


OF JUDICATURE. 


Rota oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


OURT O MAsTER OF THS 
Date. oo tl Rotce. V.C. Marrs, 

Monday, June 21Mr. King Mr. Teesdale Mr. Jackson 
Tuesday,...... 22 Merivale Farrer Cobby 
Wednesday.... 23 King Teesdale Jackson 
Thursday .... 24 Merivale Farrer Cobby 
Friday........ 25 King Teesdale Jackson 
Saturday .... 26 Merivale Farrer Cobby 

V.0.Bacox. V.C.Han, Mr nena 
Monday, June 21Mr. Ward Mr. Latham Mr. Koe 
Tuesday ...... 22 Pemberton Leach Clowes 
Wednesday.... 23 Ward Latham Koe 
Thursday .... 24 Pemberton Leach Clowes 
Friday....ee00 25 Ward Latham Koe 
Saturday ,... 26 Pemberton Leach Clowes 





Trinity Sirrines, 1880. 
COURT OF APPEAL. 


At Lincoln’s-inn and Westminster 
Monday July 5 
Tuesday, .....6 


} Appeals. | 
App. mots. expte, 
apps. from orders | 

Wednesday.. 7 ¢ made on interloc- | 

utory motns, | 

sod apps. & | 
ey. apps. & or | 

Thursday .. 8 { ao 

Friday, .... 9 

Saturday ...10 

Monday ..-12 

Uvesday....13 





Appeals, 


App. mots. ex pte, 
apps. from orders 
Wednesday 14 ¢ made on interio- 
cutory moins., & 
other apps, 
Thursday ..15 Bkcy. apps. & or. 


apps. 
Friday .4..16 | 
Saturday ..17 
ate. Appeals. | 
Tuesday....20 | 
App. motns.ex pte 
apps. from orders | 
Wednesday. 21 < made on interloc- | 
utory motions & | 
other apps. | 


| Friday ....30 


Thurs, .... 22 { Bkcy. apps. &othr 


prom 
Friday ..0. 23 
Saturday ..24 
Monday ....26 
Tuesday ....27 
App.motns,ex pte, 
apps. from orders 
Wednesday..28 ¢ made on _ interlo- 
cutory motns, & 
other apps. 
Bkcy apps and or 
apps 


Appeals. 


Thursday ..29 


Saturday ..31 
Monday, Aug 2 
Tuesday.... 3 


Appeals. 


App. mots, ex pte 
{apos. from orders 
Wednesday 4< mada on _ inter- 
locutory mots., & 
other apps, 


Bkcy apps and of 
Thursday .. 5 eats 


Friday .... 6 
Saturday .. 7 { Appeals 


Lunacy petitions will be taken every Saturday during the sittings. 





HIGH COURT 


OF JUSTICE. 


CHANCERY DIVISION, 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 
At the Rolls House. 
Monday July 5 
Tuesday.... 6 
Sabian 7p General paper. 
Thursday .. 8 
. Mtns., adj. sums. 
Friday.....00 9 { & zen.D.a. 
Pets., sht. caus. 
Saturday ..10 { adj. sums, & gen, 
a. 
MOR., cooccels ° 
Tuesday....13 
Wedsdy.....14 General paper, 
Thursday ..15! 
A Motns.,adj. sums. 
Friday ....16 gen. | Rs 


Pets. ,sht. causes, 
Saturday .. ura sums,, and 

gen. pa. 
Monday.....19 
Tuesday....20 
Wednesy....21 
Thursday ..22 


General paper. 





A oq § Motns. adj. sum. 
Friday ....23 {z gen. pa. 

Pets, sht .causes, 
faa sumns, and 

gen. pa. 


Saturday ..2 


Monday ....26 
i cocend 

Woinesday..98 ¢ General paper. 

Thursday ..29 oti 
‘ Mots., adj. sums., 

Friday......30 {a gen. pa. 

Petns, sht causes, 

Saturday ..31 { adj. sumns., and 

- gen. pa. 

Monday,Aug 2 

Tuesday,... 3) Remaining motos 

Wedsdy..... 4 remaining petns., 

Thrsdy .... 5 ( adj. samons., and 

Friday ...- 6} geu. pa. 

Sat..scce: ce. 

N.B.—The days, ifany, on which 
the Master of the Rolls shali be 
engaged inthe Court of Appeal 
are excepted. 
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‘boesdays, Wednesdays, and 
Thursdays, and causes and ac- 
tions without witnesses will be 
taken on Mondays; but when 
the list of causes and actions 
withont witnesses is exhausted, 
causes and actions with wit- 
nesses will be taken 9n Mondays 





also. 

Further Considerations will be 
taken as part of the General 
Paper in priority to Original 
Causes which have not already 
appeared in the paper. 

Unopposed petitions must be 
presented, and copies left with the 
secretary, on or before the 
Thursday preceding the Saturday 
on which it is intended they 
should be heard; and any cause 
intended tobe heard asa short 
cause must be so marked in 
the cause-book at least one clear 
day before the same can be 
put in the paper to be so heard, 
and the necessary papers must 
be left in court with the 
judge’s officer the day before 
the cause is to be put in the 
paper. 

V.C, 38 RICHARD MALINS. 

At Lincoln’s-inn. 

Monday July 5 

uesday.ere 6 

ednesday. 7 

hursday .. a oe & gen. pa 

7 Sht. causes, pets.,* 

riday..ccce 9} gen pap. 

Saturday ..10 ( en & gen. 

















General paper. 










Monday...» 12 
Tuesday....13 
Wedaesday..14 
hursday ..15..Mots. & gen. pa. 
= Sht, caus., pets. 
Friday .ee. 16 io. pa. 

Baturday ..17 oe 


Monday....19 

uesday «. 20} General paper, 
Vednesday 21 

hursd.eee 7 & gen. pa. 
Priday ....23 2 erage pets. 
24 oo sums. & gen 





} General paper. 









Saturday .. 






onday 0026 

Tuesduy... e General paper. 
Vednesday. 28 

hursday ...29..Motns & gen. pa, 
riday ....30 { Short causes, pets, 


& gen. pa. 
Saturday... 31 
onday,Aug 2 
esday..ee 3 
ednesday.. 4 
hursd 4... 5 
tiday ...6 6 
Paturday we 7 


ny cause intended to be 
heard as a short cause must be so 
marked in the cause book at 
least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper 
to be so heard, and the neces- 
sary papers must be left in 
sourt with the judge’s officer 
the day before the cause is to 
be put into the paper. 
V.C. Sin JAMES BACON, 

At Lincoln’s-inn. 

Honday July Peo -In Bankruptcy. 







Remaining motns 
remaining petas., 
adj. sumns,, and 
gen. pa, 




















uesd.y, 
Vednestay. 7 { General paper. 


hursday... 8 
riday .... ge adj. sms, 
& gen. pa. 
turday.. 10 { P agen —_ causes, 
onday....12,.In Bank : 
....13) 
@dnesday..14$ G . 
Murs 15 f oneal gage 
Friday ....16 a 4 sums, 
vind veel Papa caus, 


men ° > -In Bankruptcy. 


Tednead wl . 
hursday Mi 2 coer paper 


motns. adj. sums. 
Friday ra (m a 





















Tuesday....27 
Wednesday 28 > General paper. 


Thurs......29 
Friday ....30 { oe at — 
Sat., ..e.. 31..Pets. sht. causes, 
Monday,Aug 2 
Tuesday .. 3 
Wedsdy .., 4 
Thursday... 5 
Friday .... 6 
Saturday .. 7 


Further Considerations will be 
taken as part of the Genera: 
Paper in priority to Original 
Causes which have not already 
appeared in the Paper. 

Any cause intended to be 
heard as a short cause must be 
so marked in the cause book at 
least one clear day before the 
same can be putinthe paper to 
be so heard, and the neces- 
sary papers must be left in 
court with the judge’s officer 
the day before the cause is to 
be put into the paper. 


V.C. Sir CHARLES HALL. 
At Lincoln’s-ina. 
Monday,July 5 
Tuesday.... «| General paper. 
‘Wednesday. 7 
Thursday .. 8..Mots. & gen. pa. 
Friday .... 9..Pets. & gen. pa. 


Sht. causes, aij 
Saturday .. 19 ton & gen. pa. 
Monday....12 


Tuesday....13 > General paper. 

Wednesday. 14 

Thars, .... 15,.Mots. & gen. pa. 

Friday ....16..Petus. & gen, pa. 
7§Sbt. caus., adj. 

Saturday ..1 sums., & gen. pa 

Monday .. 19 


Tuesday.. 20> General paper. 
Wednes,.. 21 

Thursday ..22..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday ....23..Pets, & Gen. pa. 


Sot. caus., adj 
Saturday ..24 =. & gen. pa. 
Monday....26 


Tuesdy ....27 
Wednesday.23 
Thurs. ....29..Motns, & gen. pa. 
Petns, remaining 
mtns, aud adj. 
sumns. 

Shit caus,remain- 


Saturday ..31 fe es SS 


Remaining motns 
remaining petns. 
and edj. sumos. 





General paper. 
Friday ....30 


maining mtns, 
& a¢j. sumas, 

Monday Aug 2 

Tuesday .. 3) Remaining pet's. 

Wedsdy.... 4{ remaining mins, 

Thrsdy.e.. 5( adj, sumns, & 

Friday .... 6} geu. pa. 

Saturday .. 7 

Further Considerations wil be 
taken as part of the General 
Paper in priority to Original 
Causes which have not already 
appeared in the Pap-r. 

Any cause intended to be heard as 
a Short Cause must be so 
marked in the Cause Book at 
least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the pa per to 
be so heard, and the necessary 
papers must be left in cours with 
the judge’s officer the day before 
the cause is to ba put into tue 
paper. 


Ma, Justice FRY, 

At Lincoln’s-inn, 
Monday July 5 
‘Tuesday.... 6 
Weinesday. 7 
Thursday .. 8 
Friday.... 9 
Saturday ..10 J 
Monday ....12 
Tuesday....13 
Wednesday..14 
Thursday .,15 
Friday ....16 
Saturday ..17 


General paper. 


General paper. 





| 





Thursday ..22 7 General paper. 
Friday ....23 
Saturday ..24 





Canses and actions in which wit- J Fem sht. caus.& 26 Monday, Ang 2 
nesses are to be examined be- Saturday ..24 pa 27 Tuesday at 
fore the court. will be taken on | Monday....26..In ie Reshrusten 2 Wednesday. 4 


y. 28 
Thursday ..297 General paper. 


Priday ....30 
Satarday ..31 


Thursday .. 5 General paper. 


Friday .... 6 
Saturday .. 7 





THE SUMMER CIRCUITS. 


The following is a complete list of the dates fixed for the 
ensuing summer assizes :-— 


Western Crrecuir (Lord Coleridge, C.J., and Cie J.).— 
Winchester, Thursday, July 1; Salisbury, Thursday, Jaly 8; 
Dorchester, Monday, July 12 ; . Exeter, Thursday, July 15 ; 
Bodmin, Wednesday, July 21 ; Wells, Saturday, July 24; 
Bristol, Friday, July 30. 


Sourn-Eastern Cracurt (Kelly, L.C.B., and Pollock, B.) 
—Hertford, Thursday, July 1; Maidstone, Monday, July 5; 
Lewes, Saturday, July 10; Chelmsford, Friday, July 16; 
Huntingdon, Wednesday, July 21; Cambridge, Saturday, 
July 24; Bary St. Edmunds, Wednesday, July 28; Nor- 
wich, Monday, August 2. 


NortHern Circuit (Bramwell, L.J., and Lindley, J.)— 
Appleby, Wednesday, June 30; Carlisle, Thursday, July 1 ; 
Lancaster, Monday, July 5; M: ‘anchester, Thursday, July 8; 
Liverpool, Wednesday, J uly 21. 


Nortu Wates Crrcuir (Baggallay, L.J.).—Newtown, Fri- 
day, July 2; Dolgelly, Tuesday, July 6 ; Carnarvon, Friday, 
July 9; Beaumaris, Thursday, July 15; Rathiv, Monday, 
July 19; Mold, Thursday, Jaly 22 ; Chester, Saturday, July 
24 ; Swansea, Saturday, July 31. 

Souta Wates Circuit (Thesiger, L.J.),— Haverfordwest, 
Tuesday, July 6; Cardigan, Friday, July 9 ; Carmarthen, 
Thursday, July 183 Brecon, Monday, July 19; Presteign, 
Thursday, July 22 ; Chester, Saturday, July 24; Swansea, 
Saturday, July 31. 


Miptanp Circurr (Field, J., and Huddleston, B.).— 
Aylesbury, Friday, July 2; Bedford, Monday, July 5; 
ew Thursday, Jaly 8; Leicester, Monday, July 

; Oakham, Thursday, July 15 ; Lincoln, Saturday, Jaly 
7 ; Nottingham, Thursday, July 22; Derby, Tuesday, 
July 27 ; Warwick, Saturday, July 31. 

Oxrorp Crrcuir (Fry, J.).—Reading, Saturday, Jaly 3 ; 
Oxford, Wednesday, July 7; Worcester, Monday, July 12; 
Stafford, Friday, July 16; Shrewsbury, Monday, Jaly 26; 
Hereford, Thursday, July 29; Monmonth, Saturday, Jaly 
31; Gloucester, Wednesday, August 4, 


Nortu-Easrern Crecuir (Stephen J., and Bowen, J.). 
—Newcastle, Tuesday, July 6; Darham, Tuesday, Jaly 
13; York, Tuesday, July 20; Leeds, Monday, July 26. 

{It will be seen that Mr. Baron Pollock and Mr. Justice 
Field have again changed places on the South-Hastern and 
Midland Circuits respectively. It is not yet known who 
will accompany Mr. Justice Fry on the Oxford Cirenit.] 


T 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
LONDON.—TRINITY SITTING, 1880. 


This list contains all actions entered in Queen’s Bench, Common 
Pleas, and Exchequer Divisions, in which notice of trial has been 
given; and also allactions in the Chancery Division, in which notice 
has been given of trial before a judge and jury, up to and including 
17th of June, 1880. 

LIST OF ACTIONS FOR TRIAL, 

CP 1 The Chartered Mercantile Bank of India, London and China 
(Waltons, B and W) v The ree India Steam 

Navigation Co, limd (Lovell and Co) com, SJ 

CP 2 Frowein and ors (Stephen Scott) v Sonnenthal (Ashurst, M 

and Co) stayed SJ 

CP 3 Breffit (A ean, T and G) v Williams (Norris, A and C) 

stayec 

Ex 4 Hanbury (Mercer and Mercer) v Grant and Clark and Pun- 

chard (Ashurst, M and Co; Blunt, T and L) And 77 
other actions against the same defendants, postponed SJ 

Ex 82 = and Fischer (H J Coburn) v Heintz (Nash and F) 


ed 

CP 83 Rathbone and ors (Freshfields and W) v Caldwell (J B 
Towse) com SJ 
QB 84 Leese (Jno Frost) v Household (Field, R and Co) stayed SJ 
Ex 85 — and ors (Murray, Hutchins and Co) v Hobley (Hole 
lams, Son and C) com SJ 
CP 86 Amazon Tug and Lighterage Co, limd (Ashurst, M and Co) v 
ao le’s on and Engineering Co, limd (Chester 

and 
QB 87 go fus, Pore, and Cie (Stibbard, ae and Co) ¥ Watts, Mil 





and Co (Torr and Co) com 8. 
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C P 88 Walker (S H Behrend) v Hough (Bloxam and E) without 


jury stay 

QB 89 Vanderzee and Co (Simpson and C) v Campbell, Robertson 
and Co (J R Chidley) SJ 

QB 90 Weigel (W Beck) v Anderson and ors (Hollams, Son and C) 


postponed 

CP 91 A Tesdorpf and Co (Waltons, B and W) v Gates (T Cooper 
and Co) stayed SJ 

€P 92 Reynolds (J P Garrod) v Cooper (Fisher and Co) postponed 

CP 93 Strauss and Co (F W Mount) v Continental Daily Parcels 
Express (Dalton and J) com 

‘Q B 94 New South Wales Marine Assurance Co (Hollams, Son and 
C) Reade (Waltons, B and W) com SJ 

QB 95 Alexander (J C Campbell) v McMaster (Venning, R and J) 


stayed 

Q B % The Central African Trading Co, limd (Flux and Co) v Walsh 
Bros (Milne, R and M) com 

QB 97 Standard Lubricating Oils Co, limd (H Kimber and Co) v 
Smith (Champion and Co) com 

QB 98 Dale and Spring (Hollams, Son and C) v Wakefield (Waltons, 
B and W) com SJ 

Q B 99 Dickinson (Haywards, K and 8) v S Stanbridge (Clapham 
and F) stayed 

Ex 100 Hackett (Scard and Son) v Gisby (Robert Wood) stayed 

QB 101 Schulte and Scheman (Hollams, Son and C) v Hopkins, 
Gilkins and Co (Van Sandau and C) stayed SJ 

€P 102 Berla, Cotrim and Co (Norton, R and Co) v E Pellas and Co 
(Lowless and Co) com SJ 

QB 103 Eklof (Stokes, S and S) v Greenhow and Co (Billinghurst 
and W) stayed SJ 

CP 104 Bordes (Johnson, U B and A) v Peruvian Guano Co, limd 
(J B Batten) com SJ 

Ex 105 Vickers and anr (W Tanner) v Bird and ors (Wilde, B M 
and W) stayed 

Ex 106 Gardner (Randall and A) v Withernsea Pier, &c, Co (Milne, 
R and M) com 

QB 107 Prieto (J Andrews) v Chadwick and Son (S Mayhew) post- 
poned 

CP 108 Preston (Parker and Co) v The Cleveland Extension Mineral 

Railway Co (Chappell, Sons and G) 8. 

Ex 109 Bunnett and Co, limd (Renshaw and R) v Potter and Sons 
(Prior, B C and A) SJ 

QB 110 Arnold and Co (Robinson and H) Grautoff and Co (Nicol, 
Sons and J) stayed SJ 

CP 111 Steel Bros and Co (Waltons, B and W) v Briggs and anr 
(Pritchard and Son) com SJ 

QB 112 Mapleson (J and R Gole) v Austin (W F Stokes) com 

Q B 113 Carver (Fry and H) v Grieves (Mozley and 8) com 

CP 114 Learoyd (Lowless and Co) v Parker and Co (Field, R and 
Co) com SJ 

<P 115 Hockley Hall and Whately Collrs and Brickworks, limd 
(Wright, B and W) v Barton (Satchell and C) stayed 

CP 116 Same (Same) v Same (Same) stayed 

Ex 117 Beeson (Whites, R and Co) v Jacobs and anr (E J Sydney 
and Son) com 

QB 118 Cazal (M Abrahams and R) v Beck and anr (E Lee) com 

CP 119 Harvey (Bristow and 8) v Wilcox (C F B Birchall) com 

QB 120 Foyle (W J Myatt) v Wynsburghe (J H Jonas) stayed 

CP 121 Sir John Pirie and Co (Parker and Co) v The Middle Dock 
Co (W A Crump and Son) without jury, com 

Ex 122 Keeble (W F Morris) v Whitworth and ors (Ashurst, M 
and Co), com 

QB 123 Mc Alister and ors (Hollams, Son and C) v Fenning 
(Freshfields and W), com SJ 

C P 124 Bolckow, Vaughan and Co (Waltons, B and W) v Fisher 
(Parker and Co), SJ 

QB 125 — (Fry and H) v Goldsworthy (Turner and Son), 
pt. hd. 


CP 126 Vallance (Arglesand A) v Peto (Cope and Co), SJ 

Ex 127 Lovering, trustee, &c (Rooks and Co) v Salter and anr 
(J C Button and Co) postponed SJ 

QB 128 Bedford Pits Colliery limd (Simpson, H and Co) v Roberts 
(J H Lydall), SJ 

QB 129 Same (Same) v Dixon (Same), SJ 

Q B 130 Greene (Elmslie, F and 8) v Vardon (Janson, C and P), 
postponed SJ 

Q B 131 Brandt and ors (Goldberg and L) v Craig and anr (Roberts 
and B), com 

Ex 132 Comptoir d’Escompte de Paris (Lyne and H) v Bosdet, 
Forman and Co (Baker and N), com SJ 

Ex 133 a ors (Stopher and R) v Jarvis and anr (Bell, 

and G 
CP 134 Evans (Stocken and J) v Pothonier (Ingledew and Co) 


com 8J 
CP 135 Geetees (J E Betts) v Sleaford Gas Co (Taylor, Hoare and 
ve) 


Ex 136 Stephens (Hoghen, H B and T) v Mc Isaac (Vallance and 
stayec 
CP 137 Lady Lianover (Freshfields and W) v The Ebbw Vale Steel 
Co, limd (Robinson, P and 8) SJ 
CP 138 Donnithorne (Wild, B and W) v Bolton (Gadsden and T) 
Q B 139 Wilson (Morley and Shirreff) v Luxton (H Luxton) without 


jury, com 

CP 140 Bank of New South Wales (Waltons, B and W) v Merry 
(Freeman and Co) com SJ 

QB 141 Gillig (Foss and Legg) v Stoffel (Crook and 8) com 

QB 142 Tufts (J Mc Diarmid) v Stumore and Co (Field, R and Co) 
com 

QB 143 Jones (T H Devonshire) v Monte Video Gas Co (G M Cle- 
ments) com 

CP 144 Roebuck (Argles, B and A) v Peto (Cope and Co) SJ 

QB 145 White (Philbrick and C) vy Hudson and ors (Renshaw and 
Co) postponed SJ 

CP 14 Fenner (Farnfields) v Luck (Lowless and Co 

Ex 147 Lehmkuhl (R Greening) v Blyth and Co (Houghton and B) 


stayed 
Ex M48 Chittick (T R Richardson) y Harris (Pittman and 8) 


Ex] [149 Young (Wilkins, Band F) vjThe Sonora Co and ors (Elmslig 
and Co; Mozley and 8) SJ : 

Ex. 150 Miller (Winter and Co) v Pilling (Combe and W) SJ 

QB 151 Cooper (T Cooper and Co) v Mc Ilwraith and anr (Ingledey 


an 
CP 152 Newandam (GF Palmer) v Adamson, Howie, and Co (J 
Vernon), com SJ 
CP 153 Harris (Ley and B) v Mc Namara (C A Curwood), stayed, 


QB 154 Norris and ors (J and R Gole) v Allcock and Co (J Lillian 
and Co), trading &c ay 8 

QB 155 Anderson (G and W Webb) v Brocklebank Shipping Co, 
limd (Kisch, Son and H) : 

Q B 156 E Martyr and Sons, limd (F Bradley) v Bowring and Archi. 
bald (Field, R and Co), com SJ 

QB 157 Fastnedge (W Beck) v Moll (F C Tudor) 

QB 158 Knight (Lanfear and 8) v Gibbs (P Roberts), SJ 

Ex 159 Arkell and anr (Houghton and B) v Thurber and (» 
(Ingle, C and 8), com SJ 

QB 160 Money (T D Pettiver) vy Moon and ors (J Rae), SJ 

CP 161 Price and Co (Lawrance, P and B) v Schoetensack (Rooks 


and Co), SJ 
QB 162 —_ Ma Greening) v Grice and Co (Hollams, Son and () 
m 


co! 
CP 163 Wood (E W Parkes) v Gilbert (A S Edmund and Son), SJ 
CP 164 Reider (Crook and 8) v N Metropolitan Tram Co limi 
(H C Godfray), SJ ; 
Ex 165 Crawford (Wilkins, B and F) v Imperial Bank (W ¢ 
Russell), com SJ 
CP 165* Carpenter (E F B Harston) vy Armstrong (Speechly, M anj 
Co) CJ 


CP 166 Ironmongers’ Co (S A Beck) v Stephens (Elborouh and Dj 

Ex 167 Scott (W Webb) v Stewart (H Wickens) ; 

CP 168 Northcott and Wife (Schultz and Son) v London, Brigton, 
&c, Ry Co (Norton, R and Co) 8J 

ix 169 Moore (Blake and S$) v Hartcup (Clarke, Wand R) com 

Ex 170 Harvey and anr (Keene, M and B) v Crocker (J Mote) 

Ex 171 Hughes (Peacock and G) v Burgess and ors (Williamson, # 
and Co) SJ 

QB 172 Arkell and anr (J Mc Diarmid) v Berryman and anr (Hol. 
lams, Son and C) com SJ t 

CP 173 Jones and Wife (Rodgers and ©) v London Tram Co, limi 
(H © Godfray) SJ a 

QB 174 Irvine (Shum, © and Co) v Scrutton, Sons and Co (Nash 
and F) 8J 

CP 175 Black (T H Williams) v Garrett (Saffery and H) stayed 

Ex 176 Wingrove (Hilleary and T) v Tubbs and Lewis Chappell, 
W and Co) SJ 

Ex 177 Jackson and Co (F Venn and Son) v Oswald and Co (Pew 
cock and G) com . 

(Lo be continued.) 





MIDDLESEX.—TRINITY SITTING, 1880. 
LIST OF ACTIONS FOR TRIAL, 
(Continued from page 620.) 
Q B 295 Bennett (W. B. Palmer) v Large (H W Mackreth) 
Ex 296 Lofthouse and anr (Collyer-Bristow, W and R) v Barnarl 
(Routh, S and C) 
Ex 297 Hope (R Furber) v Hawes and Son (C Thorp) SJ 
C P 298 Kirkpatrick (J Curtis) v Pallister (Clarke, R and C) 
CP 299 Bevan (Nelson, Son and H) v Smith and ors (Bell, B aaj 
G) (without jury) ° 
Ex 300 Browett, by next friend (Robinson, P and §) v Genenl 
Steam Navigation Co (W Batham) 8J 
QB 301 Mill (F Heritage aid Co) v Whitlock (Foss and L) 
Q B 302 Fox (Same) v Same (Same) 
Ex 303 Stanger (C A Swaine) v Lee (G Cordwell) 
Q B 304 Marsden (G Badham) v Tennant (Darley and C) 
C P 305 Gurrin (W A Downing) v Boardman (Field, R and Co) 
Q B 306 Smyth (J D H Smyth) v Bell (G H Hall) 
CP 307 Barnum (J P Biggenden) v Williams (Taylor, H and T) 
Ex 308 Mably (Coode, K and C) v The Archangel Marine Insurans 
Co, limd (Freshfields and W) SJ 
Ex 309 Brace (H Tyrrell) v Chisholm (Anderson and Sons) : 
Ex 310 Davis and anr (Miller and M) v Fieldus (Tilleard and @ 


SJ 
C P 311 Simmonds and anr (Stocken and Jupp) v Clark (Hill a 


on 

CP 312 Gibson (Surr, Gribble and B) v Best, Marshall and 
(F Bradley) 

CP 313 Rutherford (H S Hubbard) v Myer (W S Webster) 

CP 314 Kaleski (Lewis and Sons) v Gun and Shot, &c, Wharvé 
Co, limd (Janson, C and P) 

Q B 315 Boot (S Chapman) v The City and Home Counties Perm 
nent Building Society (Boxall and B) 

Q B 316 Nutsford (Nash and F) v Dimmock (‘Torr and Co) 

Q B 317 Penngll, Smith and Co (M Abrahams and Co) v Day (88 


Ward 

Ex 318 Rawlings (Parker, Lee and Co) v Muggeridge (Clowes, 
and Co) 8J 

E 


319 Edmondson (Futvoye, F and B) v Aldous (W T Foster}; 
Q B 320 Mayhew and ors (F Broome) v Hazeldine (Hazeldine 


nw 


Same (Same) v Same (same) (consolidated) SJ 


‘0 

Q B 321 Matthews (F W Snell and G) v Ridgway and anr (Lay 

Son and L) 
x $22 Lacey (M Hawkins) v Knox (T W Goldring) 

CP 328 roy og and anr (W A Bowning) v Hudson (Rens 
and R 

CP 324 Mead (T'S Wills) vy Kemp (H Ilderton) 

CP 325 Brett (Ashley, Tee and Son) v Curtice & Co (Hensman # 


N) 
Ex 326 Reiners (C A Swaine) v Cowan and anr (W W Wynne) 
CP 327 Geoghegan (M J Geoghegan) v Bosco (Stacpoole and 8? 
C P 328 Phillips (Wood, L and B) v Lane (Keene, M and B) 
Q B 329 Angel (G L Norman) v Glover (A Crossfield) 
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CP 330 Woodbridge (Barton and Co) v Smith and anr (Wyatt and 
B 


Q B 331 Clayton (Wolferston, A and J) v Hovendon (W S Gardner) 
€ P 332 Hazell (Woodbridge and Sons) v Allen (Talbot and T) 
CP 333 Pottrell (Cooke and J) v Parker and anr (Paterson, 8 and 


B 

QB 334 Pledge, trustee, &c (A RB Steele) v Denbigh Water Works 
Co (W H Holland) 

CP 335 Hannam (C A Cosedge) v North Metropolitan Tramway Co 
a C Godfray), SJ 

Ex 336 Blake and ors (Lee and Pemberton) v Dear (R S Fraser), 
without ju 

QB 337 Guyer (A G Ditton) v Emmott (In Person) 

Chy 338 The Board of Works for the Poplar District (H W Farnfield) 
The Limmer Asphalte Paving Co, limd (G R Innes and 


Son 

Ex 339 Rowe (H H Wells) v Everitt (W R Philp) 

QB 340 Foster (J H Waring) v Martin (J Curtis), without jury 

Ex 341 yer a) and Co (Robinson, P and 8S) v Gardner (Randall 
and A 

Ex 342 Stogdon (W D Dowding) v Hopcraft (E D Lewis) 

Ex 343 Evans and Wife (Evans and P) v Jonas (E Crammond) 

Ex 344 Sharman and Wife (W O Reader) v Great Northern Ry Co 
(Nelson, B and N), SJ 

QB 345 The Queen on the prosecution of Hamann (Humphreys and 
Son) v Wythes (Johnson, U and Co), SJ 

QB 346 Same (Same) v Same (Same), SJ 

QB 347 Hutchinson (B Hutchinson) v Glover (H Radcliffe), without 


u 

Chy 348 voter (W H Tattam) v West and ors (F C Tudor) 

CP 349 Seear (Wontner and Sons) v Levy (Harper and Co) 

QB 350 Pinder (Clapham and F) v Patrick and Son (G W Barnard) 

CP 351 Gardiner (H Aird) v Gill (Singleton and T) 

C P 352 Rothwell (Same) v Craske (May, S and B) 

QB 353 Minter (A R Steele) v Bath and anr (S T Cooper) 

QB 354 Suttie (Same) v Longley (Duncan and Co) 

Ex 355 Corkhill (J H Lydall) v Lambert and ors (Morten and C) 

Ex 356 Johnson (D E Chandler) v White (Rooks and Co) 

C P 357 King and anr (Noon and C) v Child (Gush and P) 

Ex 358 Westbrook (R C Hanrott) v Howell (T Allingham) 

QB 359 Porter (A C Spaull) v Bushby, Harrison and Co (G B 
Howard) 

Ex 360 First National Bank of Chicago (Ingle, C and H) v 
McCullock (J Hands), SJ 

Ex 361 Ruxton (Peacock and G) v South-Eastern Ry Co (W R 
Stevens), SJ 

Ex 362 Seear (Morten and C) v Smith (E Jukes) 

Ex 363 Duck (H N Capel) v Ellis (W J Foster) 

QB 364 Clapham (F G Fitch) v Cornish the younger and Giles (J 
Hopkins) 

Q B 365 Ellis and Sons (Druce, Sons and J) v B Jacobs and Sons 
(Farnfields) 

CP 366 Gilbert (Stollard and W) v Tippins (Crafter) 

CP 367 Stollard (E M Whitting) v Same (Same) 

QB 368 Andre (E H Smith) v Spon (Stocken and J), com 

Ex 369 Holmes (Peacock and G) v Walker (Wontner and Sons), SJ 

QB 370 Upton (W R Preston) v Sprange (J W Heritage), SJ 

CP 371 Gauntlett (F W Mount) Pohlman (Williamson, H and Co) 

CP 372 Ellis and Co (Wild, B and W) v Maughan and Co (Heath 


and P) 

Q B 373 Goldschmidt and anr (J R Macarthur) v Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners and ors (White, B and Co; Few and Co; 
Willoughby and W) 

Ex 374 Turner (Walter Jarvis and T) v Currie (H H Hughes) 

QB 375 Thompson and Wright (Bellamy, 8 and Co) v Henley 
(Gedge and Co), SJ 

Ex 376 Hawkins (Bordman and Co) v North Metropolitan Tramway 
Co (H C Godfray), SJ 

Ex 377 —_— and anr (Thomson, Son and B) v Robinson (W 

oon 

Ex 378 Minich (E Emerson) v Goodlake (F I Soames) SJ 

QB 379 Same (Same) v Spottiswoode and Co (Freshfield and W) 

Ex 380 Elliot (Bordman and Co) v O’Sullivan (Brooks and Son) 

Ex 381 Nightingale (G F Parker & Co) v Lewisham District Board 
of Works (S Edwards), SJ 

CP 382 Basham (Moresby-White and J) v Sanders (Noon and C) 

CP 383 Kirby (F Norton) v Oliver (Walker and W) 

CP 384 Conrad (A P Oldershaw) v Mumford (Young and Sons) 

QB 385 Miller (W Morley) v Cousins (Micklethwait and Co) 

Ex 386 Nesham (R Furber) v Gyll and ors (C J Davis) 

CP 387 Barrow (J Harrison) v Pike (J P Biggenden) 

CP 388 Rickett (Lovell, Son and P) v Holdam (G Reader) 

Ex 389 Dawson (Ingle, C and H) v Toy (Moresby-White and J) 

Ex 390 Knoeferl (Crowther and W) v Muller (A S Godfrey) 

QB 391 Bouverie-Campbell (G E Philbrick) v Smyth (In Person) 

QB 392 Maple (Lumley and L) v Hutchinson (Morten and C) 

CP 393 aed (Field, R and Co) Bockett (Hepburn, Son and C), 


Ex 394 Haynes (H H Wells) v Raffety (Kingsford and Co) 
Ex 395 § Anderton and Sons (W and J Flower and N) v Hutchin- 
son and Co (J H Lee) 
QB 306 .o =] (Harrison, B and H) v Harrison and ors (W 
wins 
Ex 397 Tompkins (Digby and L) v Wheeler (Haynes and Sons) 
CP 398 Whitakers and W (‘Treeby and anr) v Jeffery (Sharpe, P P 


an 
Ex 399 Bonnie (Bordman and Co) v Londoa, Tilbury and Southend 
Ry Co (Hollingsworth and Co) 
Ex 400 Marks (Remnant, Penley and G) v Rigg (J H Russell) SJ 
QB 401 Hughes and ors (R Lowe) v Hooman and Co (Kisch, Son 


and H) 
QB 402 Spurin (Preston and Co) v Fisher and anr (Gregory, R and 


‘0 
B 403 Shephard (R J qriny) v Shephard (Pattison, Wigg and Co) 
x 404 Seymour (J W Sykes) v L and 8 W Ry Co (M H Hall) 

CP 405 Parker (Barton, B and Co) v Evans (Ovans, B and A) 

Ex 406 Tompkins (F G Gorton) v Hoare (‘Tidy and T) SJ 










Ex 407 Dangerfield and anr (Dangerfield and B) v Marriner, Clerk 
(Laundy and Son) 





Ex 408 Nightingale (C W Taylor) v Martin (R Furber) 

C P 409 Moore (Noon and Co) v Moore (Lewis and L) 

Ex 410 bey <n and anr (Lindus and Co) v Newland and or 

orris 

CP 411 Crisford, Secy, &c (Barnard and Co) v Richmond (J J 
Cummings 

CP 412 Same (Same) v Thompson (Field, R and Co) 

Ex 413 Sutton (Armstrong and L) v Great Northern Ry Co (Nelson 

Barr and Co) SJ 

CP 414 Hicks (Pittman and.8) v Crocker (Bolton and Co) 

CP 415 Tynte and anr (A F Coe) v Bwilfa and Merthyr Dare - 
Colliery Co, limd (Ingledew and J) SJ . 

Ex 416 Broome (H Fryer) v Bean (Dixon, Ward, L and W), 

QB 417 Maple (Lumley and L) v Farnham (S Whitehead) 

QB 418 Russell (Same) v Grenfell (H H Poole) 

Q B 419 Bown (Pearce and Sons) v Liddall (B Hope) 

Ex 420 Davis (In Person) v Bagot (Walter Jarvis and P) 

Ex 421 Sharkey (Scott and Co) v Hudson (J Payne) 

QB 422 — oe P and N) v Salisbury and Co (West, K A> 
and Co 

Q B 423 Dalgleish (Same) v Balaam Bros (Pollock and Co) 

B 424 Cohen (G Crafter) v L and N-Western Ry Co (R F Roberts) 

B 425 Bolding (Lumley and L) v Same (Same) 

B 426 Currie (W J Godden) v Clark (G@ Cordwell) 

x 427 Foljambe (Bennett, D and B) v Walduck (Monckton, L and ‘ 

Co) without jury 
P 428 Sheffield (C A Powell) v Heath (Hare and F) 
B 429 Emerson (H Parkinson and Co) v Royal Aquarium and 
Summer and Winter Garden Society, limd (F Richardsox 


O22 wooo 


and S) 

QB 480 Prieto (J Andrews) v Ginnett (Nye and G) without jury 

CP 431 Marchmont (G H Hell) v Turner (J Langton) 

Q'B 432 Swanton (Stevens and Co) v Cresswell (Mills L and M) 

Q B 433 Bonetto bi sf Parson) v Lawrence and aur (Whites, Renard 

and Co 

Ex 434 Lavey (Lewis and L) v Parkinson (H C Barker) SJ 

Ex 435 Cowell (WH Hargrave) v Simpson (Wolferstan and Co) 

C P 436 Reynolds (W W Young) v Williams (Beale, M and Co) 

C P 537 Reece’s Patent Ice Co, limd (Boulton, Son and 8) v Flint. 
shire Oil and Canal Co, limd (J H Lydall) 

CP 488 Corbett (W Caister) v Woolloton and ors (W Maynard; W 
W Wynne) 

Ex 439 Scott (S D Ashwin) v Dygon (Wilson and Son) 

Q B 440 Thomas (Gedge, K and M) v Sellwood (Makinson and C) 

Ex 441 Post (W G Morris) v Barrow (Lumley and L) 

QB 442 Sadler (Layton, Son and L) v Clarke (Stileman and N) SJ 

Ex 443 Bluck (Dixon, Ward and Co) v Smith (Makinson and C) 

Ex 44 Percival (T R Apps) v Hughes (Hughes and Co) SJ 

Ex 445 Cooper and anr (Keene, M and B) v Freeman (Green and C) 

Q B 446 Hunt (J A Rose) v Kirkpatrick (J Curtis) 

CP 447 Biggs (Wright and L) v Whetstone (Field, R and Co) SJ 

Ex 448 Bramley (T R Apps) v Verner (J Davis) 

QB 449 Schofield (F Fearon) v Evans (In person) 

Ex 450 Lowe (T White and Sons) v Fitzgerald (F Brooke) 

CP 451 Halifax Commercial Banking Co, limd (Jacobs and V) v 
Whitley and ors (Flower and N) 

C P 452 Wray (T Sismey) v Hollier and ors (C Bassett) without jury 

QB 453 The President of Queen Elizabeth’s College (J W Water- 
house) v C O Pook (H Pook and Sen) 

Ex 454 Scoble (H Rumney) v Walter (A T Kerly) 

C P 455 Lee (H H Ede) v Toppin (In person) 

Q B 456 Moore (Woolferstan, A and J) v Hovenden (W S Gardner) 

C P 457 Evans and anr (Wilkinson and H) v Storer and anr (F E 
Goodhart) 

C P 458 Brown (W Maynard) v Hickinbottom (Popplestone and B) 

mx 459 oe and ors (Hillearys and T) v Salter (Button, G 

and Co 


$7] 


CP 460 Foley (J J Watts) v Amherst (E Jennings) SJ 
CP 461 Goddard (Wills and W) v Read (H Holland) 8J 

Q B 462 Cooper, Exor (G Robins) v Edwards (M Jameson) 
CP 463 Clarkson (Lovett and Co) v Lennard (H Montagu) 


(To be continued.) 








Legal Pews. 


A local journal, referring to the resignation of Mr. 
Worlledge, the late judge of County Court Circuit No. 33, 
says—‘‘ Independently of the great increase in the number 
of cases annually entered in his courts, which have risen 
from 4,000, at the date of his appointment, to over 12,000 
at the present time, the judge's work has also been 
rendered increasingly arduous every year by the various 
additional jurisdictions conferred upon the county courts 
during his tenure of office, and more especially in admiralty 
and bankruptcy matters, which have necessitated several 
special extra courts, and entailed upon the judge the 
labour of holding more sittings in the year than almost any 
one of his colleagues. Appeals from his Honour’s decisions 
have been of the most rare occurrence, and still more 
rarely have they met with success. Probably in not more 
than half-a-dozen instances during the whole twenty-four 
years has his judgment been reversed. Great Yarmouth 
did not originally belong to his circuit, but in 1865 he 
effected an exchange with the judge of the Norfolk County 
Courts, Attleborough and Thetford being added to Circuit. 
82, and Great Yarmouth transferred to Circuit 33, thereby 
increasing his Houour’s work very materially, in conse- 
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quence of the large and important maritime business 
transacted in that court, where he took his seat for the 
first time on the 24th of January, 1866. During the 
whole period of his twenty-four years’ service the judge has 
employed a deputy upon only two previous occasions, one 
month on account of illness, and one month in consequence 
of severe domestic affliction; but he has always performed 
the duties of his office himself with conspicuous ability, un- 
failing patience and courtesy, and unswerving impartiality. 
At length’ the arduous nature of his work, the constant 
travelling and exposure to all weathers, the long sittings, 
frequently of eight or nine hours’ duration without a break, 
the close and vitiated atmosphere of crowded courts, 
and the worrying nature of the business brought before him 
have told their tale even upon his Honour’s strong constitu- 
tion ; and his present severe illness and consequent resig- 
nation are the results of a too-conscientious discharge of his 

udicial duties. Although he is now compelled to 
relinquish those duties in favour of some younger judge, it is 
trusted that, with absolute rest both of body and mind, he 
may recover from his present attack, and may be spared to 
enjoy for some years the quiet ease and happy retirement to 
which his past services so justly entitle him, looking back with 
pride and satisfaction upon the manner in which business 
was conducted in his courts during the twenty-four years he 
presided over them, and also witnessing, itis to be hoped, an 
equally satisfactory administration of justice under the aus- 
pices of an able successor. 








SALES OF ENSUING WEER. 





June 19.—Mesers. DERENHAM, TEWSON, FARMER, & BRIDGE- 
WATER, at Earlswood-common, at 12, Furniture (see adver- 
tisement, June 12, p. 12). 

June 21.—Messrs. BLAKE, Son, & Happoox, at the Mart, at 
12, Freehold Estate (see advertisement, June 12, p. 7.) 

June 21.—Mesers. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, Farmer, & BRIDGE- 
WATER, at Streatham-hil], at 12, Furniture (ses advertise- 
ment, June 12, p. 11.) 

June 22, 23, and 24.—Meesrs. James Brat & Son,’ at 21, Old 
Bond-street, at 12 each day, Art Collection (see advertisement 


. 4). 

June 3, —-Meusre. Curnnock, GALSworTHy, & CHINNOCK, at 
the Mart at 2 p.m., Freehold Properties (see advertise- 
ment, June 12, p. 7). 

June 22.—Messrs. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, FARMER, & Bripcr- 
WATER, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Freebold Properties (see 
advertisement, May 15, p. 7, and June 12, p. 9). 

June 22,—Messrs. Driver & Co., at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Free- 
hold Property (see advertisement, June 12, p. 13). 

June 23 and 24.—Messrs. DEBENHAM, TEWsON, FARMER, & 
BRIDGEWATER, at Upper Norwood, at 12 each day, Furniture 
(see advertisement, June 12, p. 10). 

June 23.—Messrs. FAREBROTHER, Exits, Cuark, & Co., at 
the Mart, Freeholc and Leasehold Properties (see advertise- 
ment, June 5, p. 6). 

June 23.—Mesers. Epwin Fox & Bovsriztp, at the Matt, at 
2 p.m., Freehold and Leasehold Properties (see advertisement, 
May 29, p. 584). 

June 23.—Messrs. Harvey & Davins, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., 
Leasehold Properties (see advertisement, this week, p. 4). 

June 23.—Mr. Arruur F. Pocock, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., 
yey and Leasehold Properties (see advertisement, June 

» p. 15). 

June 34.— Messrs. Baxter, Payne, & Lepper, at the Bell 
Hotel, Bromley, at 7 for 8 p.m., Freehold Land (see adver- 
tisement, June 12, p. 15). 

June 24.—Messrs. C. C. & T. Moore, at the Mart, at 1 for 2 
p.m., Freehold and Leasehold Estates (see advertisement, 
June 12, p. 16). 

June 24.—Messrs. Norton, Trist, Watney, & Co., at the 
Mart, Freehold Properties (see advertisements, June 12, p.7). 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
June 17, 1880, 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 


3 per.Cent, Consols, 98} xd Annuitias, April, "85, 9 

Ditto for Account, 984 xd Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 

Do. 3 per Cent. Rednced, 973 Ex Bills,#1000, 23 per Ct,2 pm 
New 3 per Conb., 972 Ditto, £500, Do, 2 pm 

Do. 34 perCent., Jan, "94 Ditto, 2190 & £26c,2 pm 

Do. 24 per Cant., Jan. ’94 Bank of England Stook, 2704 
Annnuitics Jan, ’80 Ditte for Account. 


qnd. Stk., 5 per Ce, July, "80, 104 
Dittofor Account — 

Ditto 4 per Cent., Oct. 788, 103% 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates — 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent. 
2nd Enf.Pr,, 5 per C., Jan.’72 


April, ’64 





RAILWAY STOCK. 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 


Enf.Pr. 5§ per Cent., May, 81 
Ditto Debentures, 4. per Cent 


———_—> 


Do.Do,5 per Cent., Aug. 73 
Do. Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1008 
Ditto, ditto, under £1000 























































| Railways. Paid. Closing Prig 
Stock! Caled seecenccececcscocece.| 100 108 
Stock| Glasgow and South-Western .., 106 
Stock| Great Eastern Ordinary Stock sssccccsossesseess 614 
Stock) Great Northern ove seveee 100 | 1h 
Stock | Doi) A Book® ....,,cecrsvcccssseesconcascesseavssrs| HOO] FARE 
Stock| Great Southern and Western of Irelend ...... 100 | _ 
Stock) Great Western—Original ssescsssseoeees 100 | 118 
Stock| Lancashire and Yorkshire ....... enseene 100 | 1314 
Stock! London, Brighton, and South Coast 100 — 149 
Stock) London, Chatham, and Dover 100 32 
Stock! London and North-Western ., 100 155 
Stock| London and South Western .....0. 100 | 137 
Stock} Manchester, Sheffield, and,Lincoln ,, 100 91 
Stock) Metropolitan 100; = 1238 
DRDO) VED, TUMUREREE scncrascvccnacecsesseresescescscdeccers] FOO 824 
Stock Midland 100 137} 
Stock! North British 100 | Tih 
Stock| North Eastern 100 | 455 
Stock| North London 100; 180 
Stock| North Staffordshire sis.s.sersesesssrersseceseeseee| 100 | 89 
Stock| South Devon 100 = 
Stock / South-Eastern 100; 135 











BIRTH. 


MARRIAGES. 


Lancaster-gate, W. 


Dresden, Saxony. 


Helen, daughter of James Walker, of Dalry. 


March. 
DEATHS. 


Stone-buildings, Lincoln’s-inn, aged 73. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 





Bankrupts. 
Frripay, June 11, 1880. 
To Surrender in London. 


7. Brougham, June 26 at1 


at 12 


Pet June 2, Brougham. June 22 at1 
To Surrender in the Country. 


Pet June7. Lister. Manchester, June 28 at 12 


bersty. Burton-on-Trent, July 7 at 2 





June7. Bellringer. Liverpool, June 23 at 12 


Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 


Algar, John Barham, Claude rd, Peckham Rye, Builder. 


* A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B, 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


AnpERSON.—June 7, at 55, Upper Mount-street, Dublin, th 
wife of William Anderson, barrister-at-law, of a daughter, 


BowLpy—AGNEw.—June 10, at St. George’s, Hano 
square, Edward Salvin Bowlby, of the Ioner Temple 
Ryde, Isle of Wight, barrister-at-law, to Elizabeth V. 
daughter of Robert Vans Agnew, of Sheuchan. 

Gye—Sanr—June 16, at Christ Church, Lancaster-gate, Pery 
Gye, barrister—at-law, to Constance, daughter of James Sant, 
R.A., Principal Painter in Ordinary to the Queen, of 4, 


PacE—ANDRZEJEWSKI.—June 9, at the Catholic Chur 
Southend, Henry Pace, barrister-at-law, of Lincoln’s-ina, t 
Zofia Jadwiga, daughter of the late Josef Andrezejowski, 


RosBERTsON-LUXFORD—WALKER.—June 9, at Edinburg 
I. 8. O. Robertson-Luxford, barrister-at-law, to Ceeili 


STANGER—GREEN.—June 8, at March, Cambs., Henry 
Yorke Stanger, barrister-at-law, to Henriette Sophi 
daughter of the Rev. J. Wastie Green, M.A., Rector @ 

Kemp.—June 13, John Young Kemp, barrister-at-law, of 4 


Roxninson.—June 15, at Percy-lodge, Walton-on-Thames 
George Robinson, solicitor, formerly of Wolverhampton, agd 
83. 


Pet Jw 


1 
Cronk, Walter, South Audley st. Pet June8. Brougham. Jw 
25 at 12 


Jones, Richard Edward, Walter Consett Searle, and William Perki 
Wincott, Billiter st, Merchants. Mot May 6. Brougham. Junes 


Joy, Robert, Wharf, Amberley rd, Paddington, Cab Propriet 


ry. 
Binks, Charles Frederick, Strangeways, Manchester, Hotel Keep@ 
Bryan, John, Packington, Leicester, Brewer. Pet June 9, Hi 
Howarth, Abraham, Chgetham, nr Manchester, Picker Make 


Manager. Pet June 9. Hulton. Salford, June 23 at 11 
Johnson, Thomas Halcrow, Liverpool, Ship Insurance Broker. 
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Mercer, Charles Frederick, Preston, Lancaster, Butcher. Pet June 
4. Hulton. Preston, June 24 at 11 

Tremain, John Hicks, Dennis, Cornwall, Merchant. Pet June 9. 
Chileott. Truro, June 24 at 11 

Wallace, Archibald, Liverpool, Commission Merchant Pet June . 
Beliringer. Liverpool, June 22 at 12 


Tvurspay, June 15, 1880, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Gresswell, Allemby James, and Henry Webb, East Dulwich, Surrey, 
Builders. Pet June 12. Brougham. June29 at 12 
Hardwick, Benjamin, Old Broad st, Solicitor. Pet June 12, 
ham. June 29 at 11 
Nugent, Sir Charles, Bart, Midland Hotel, St Pancras Station. Pet 
June 10. Hazlitt. June 30 at 12 


Broug- 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Bickell, John William, Fore st, Exeter, Boot Manufacturer. Pet 
June 12. Daw. Exeter, June 26 at 10.30 

Blackburn, Alfred Harrow, Ferndale rd, Clapham, Builder, Pet 
June 8. Willoughby. Wandsworth, July 9 at 11 

Edwards, John, Rhondda Valley, Glamorgan, Mason. Pet June 10, 
Spickett. Pontypridd, June 26 at 11 

Exley, Isaac, Holmfirth, nr Huddersfield, Plasterer. Pet June 9. 


Jones. Huddersfield, June 28 at 12 

Holmes, William, Birmingham, Auctioneer. Pet June 10. Parry. 
Birmingham, July 1 at 2 

Morris, James, Bolton, Lancaster, Grocer. Pet Junell. Holden. 


Bolton, June 28 at 11 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, June 4, 1880. 
Molyneux, Hon Roger Gordon, Newhaven, Sussex, Shipbuilder. 
June 8 
Liquidations by Arrangement. 


FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fripay, June 11, 1880. 


Adams, David, Saint Issells, Pembroke, Bucher. 
offices of Lascelles, Narberth 

Armson, George, City rd, Public House Broker. June 29 at3 at offices 
of Prockter and Andrews, Princes st, Spitalfields 

Armstrong, William Thompson, Carlisle, Draper. 
offices of Bendle, Hodgsons ct, Scotch st, Carlisle 

Bater, James, sen, and James Stevens Bater, South Molton, Devon, 
Boot Manufacturers. June 21 at 3.30 at the Unicorn Hotel, South 
Molton, in lieu of the place originally named 

Bayley, John Matthew, sen, Lapley, Stafford, Farmer. June 25 at 12 
at offices of Smith, Lich Gates, Queen sq, Wolverhampton 

Beere, John Henry, Banbury, Oxford, Auctioneer. June 23 at 3 at the 
White Lion Hotel, Banbury. Hawtin, Banbur: 

Benjamin, Asher, Walsall, Stafford, Clothier. June 24 at 10.30 
at the Swan Hotel, New st, Birmingham. Barrow, Wolver- 
hampton 

Bird, Isaac, jun, Bradford, near Manchester, Horse Dealer. June 28 
at 3 at offices of Ritson and Grundy, Princess st, Manchester 

Bostock, Joseph, Brentwood, Essex, Builder. July 5 at 12 at 
offices of Pannell and Co, Basinghall st. Brown, Basinghall st 

Bowser, John Carrick, Upper Thames st, Provision Merchant. 
June 24 at 1 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Winnett, Fen- 
church st 

Brierley, John, Barrow-in-Furness, American Root Beer Brewer. 
June 24 at 3 at the Wellington Hotel, Dalton-in-Furness. Thomp- 
son, Barrow-in-Furness 

Brough, William, Aspatria, Cumberland, Grocer. 
offices of Carrick and Son, Wigton, Cumberland 

Brown, James, Stockton-on-Tees, Dressmaker. June 18 at 3at offices 
of Draper, Finkle st, Stockton-on-Tees 

Budd, Alfred, Barrow-in-Furness, Grocer. June 24 at 3 at the 
Victoria Hotel, Church st, Barrow-in-Furness. Barrow 

Burrett, William, Hove, Sussex, Fishmonger. June 24 at 12 at 
offices of Nash and Field, Queen st, Cheapside. Stuckey, Brigh- 


June 26 at1l at 


June 29 at 11 at 


June 25 at 12 at 


ton 
Cardwell, Francis, Batley, York, Provision Merchant. June 23 
~ at 10,30 at offices of Ridgway and Ridgway, Wellington st, Bat- 


ey 

Chappell, William, Ardwick, Manchester, Brewer’s Labourer. 
June 28 at 11 at offices of Hodgson, Tib lane, Manchester 

Clarke, George, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Brick and Tile Manufactu-* 
rer. June 21 at 2 at offices of Griffith, Lad lane, Newcastle-under 


yme 

Clevely, Albert, Bristol, Tobacconist. June 23 at 2 at offices of Clif- 
ton and Carter, Broad st, Bristol 

Coleman, Arthur, St. Martin’s ct, Leicester sq, Licensed Victualler. 
June 30 at 3 at 3 at 34, St Martln’s st, Leicester sq. Lewin and Co, 
Southampton st : 

Crossley, George, Alcester, Warwick, Needle Manufacturer. June 28 
at 12 at the Fox and Goose Hotel, Redditch. Britton, Alcester 

Daniel, James, Liverpool, Shipwright. June 24at 3 at offices of Rod 
way and Co, Lord st, Liverpool 

Day, John, East Grinstead, Sussex, Farmer. June 22 at 2 at 
offices of Pearless and Beeching, Tunbridge Wells 

Dent, William Henry, Blackheath, Kent, Draper. July 1 at 2 at offices 
of Henderson, Moorgate st bldngs. Stacpoole and Son, Pinner’s 
hall, Old Broad st 
e Pinna, George Isaac, Grosvenor rd, Highbury new pk. June 24 
at 3 at the Guiidhall Tavern, Gresham st. Chorley and Co, Moor- 


gate st 

Dickson, Archibald, Leeds, Boot Manufacturer. June 22 at11 at offices 
of Hopps and Bedford, Bank st, Leeds 

Dion, James, Stickney, Lincoln, Butcher. June 19 at 12 at offices of 
Thomas, Emery lane, Boston 

Dorkins, James, Harlow, Essex, Innkeeper. June 23 at 12 at the 
ba a Inn, Harlow. Baker and Thorneyeroft, Bishop Stort- 

rd 





Edwards, Samuel, Kingston-u: 
at 12 at offices of Walker an 
upon-Hull 

Fairn, Felix, Cosely, Stafford, out of business. 
at the Globe Hotel, Mount Pleasant, Bilston. 
sant 

Faulkner, William, Newark, Nottingham, Wine Merchant. June 23 
at il at offices of Stevenson, Weekday cross, Nottingham 

Fry, William Brunswick, Gordon grove, Camberwell, Gas Fitter. 
June 24 at 2 atoffices of Ruddle and Brown, High Holborn 

Gibson, Henry, Little Hulton, Lancaster, Tea Merchant. June 24 at 
at 3 at offices of Ramwell and Co, Mawdsley st, Bolton 

Greaves, George, Wetherby, York, Tailor. June 24 at 3 at offices of 
Hardcastle and Barnfather, Victoria sq, Leeds. Rhodes, Leeds 

Green, Adam, Bishopwearmouth, Durham, General Draper. June 
25 at 3 at offices of Bell, Bishopwearmouth 

Greenwood, Thomas, Bradford, York, Grocer. 
Victoria Hotel, Bradford. Rhodes, Bradford 

Halfpenny, John William, Barbican, Tobacconist. June 23 at 10 at 
offices of Holland, Knight Rider st, Doctors’ Commons 

Hall, Alfred, Cambridge, Grocer. June 14 at 2 at the Wrestlers’ 
Hotel, Petty Cury, Cambridge. Lyon, Cambridge 

Hall, Jesse, Chalgrove, Oxford, Grocer. June 30 at 12 at offices of 
Jones, Watlington, Oxon 

Fawes, John Frazier, Ironbridge, Salop, Commercial Traveller. 
June 28 at 2.30 at the Royal Oak Inn, Madeley. Stanley, jun, 
Wolverhampton 

Hayes, Thomas, Bury, Lancaster, Fish Dealer. 
offices of Williams, Barton arcade, Manchester. 
Bury 

Highfield, George, Sheffield, Steel and Wire Manufacturer. June 
22 at 11 at offices of Webster and Styring, Hartshead, Sheffield 

Hill, Charles, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Commission Agent. June 21 
at 3 at offices of Griffiths, Lad-lane, Newcastle-under-Lyme 

Hockey, Samuel, Exeter, Corn Merchant. June 23 at 3 at offices of 
Fewings and Oakley, Queen st, Exeter. Friend, Exeter. 

Holdsworth, William, Mexborough, York, Draper. July 7 at 3 at 
offices of Webster and Styring, Hartshead, Sheffield 

Huxley, Moses, and Marcus William Wrigley, Manchester, Tea 
Merchants. June 22 at 3 at offices of Addleshaw and Warburton, 
Norfolk st, Manchester 

Inglis, John, Harpurhey, Lancaster, Beer Retailer. June 28 at 3 at 
offices of Evans, St George’s chambers, Albert sq, Manchester 

King, Charles, Queen’s rd, Bayswater, Butcher. June 24 at 2 at 
the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery lane. Rooke, Great 
James st, Bedford row 

King, William, Southampton, Licensed Victualler, 
offices of Shutte, Portland st, Southampton 

Knights, James, Tunstall, Suffolk, Boot Maker. 
Crown Hotel, Woodbridge. Jennings, Ipswich 

Lamb, William, Whitehaven, Cumberland, Pawnbroker. 
at 11 at offices offAtter, New Lowther st, Whitehaven 

Latham, Francis Thomas, Banbury, Oxford, Brewer. 
at the White Lion Hotel, Banbury. 


m-Hull, Smack Owner. June 22 
Spink, Parliament st, Kingston- 


June 23 at 11 
Bowen, Mount Plea- 


June 21 at 3 atthe 


June 25 at 3 at 
Grundy and Co, 


June 22 at 3 at 
June 28 at 3 at the 
June 22 


, June 22 at 3 
Hawtin, Banbury 


Lazonby, George, Ferry Hill Station, Durham, Joiner. June 
24 at 12 at offices of Bell, John st, Sunderland 
Lenneying, Herbert Isaac, Heigham, Norwich, Plumber. June 23 


at 12 at offices of Tillett, Opie st, Norwich 

Lewis, John, Bristol, Beerhouse keeper. June 23 at 3 at offices of 
Andrews, Nicholas st, Bristol 

Lilley, James, jun, Colchester, Essex, Innkeeper. June 24 at 3 at 
offices of Jones, Townhall chambers, Colchester ° 

Loftus, Harry, Kingston-upon-Hull, Draper. June 22 at 3 at offices 
of Martinson, Exchange buildings, Bowlalley lane, Kingston-upon- 
Hall 

Lomax, Joseph, Over Darwen, Lancaster, Grocer. 
offices of Boote and Edgar, Booth st, Manchester 

Luraghi, Volny, and Jules Launay, Regent st, Milliners. 
at 3 at offices of Lumley and Lumley, Conduit st, Bond st 

Macpherson, Alexander, Great Tower st, Tea and Coffee Dealer. 
June 23 at 11 at offices of Hodgkinson and Watts, Little Tower 
st 

Malkin, John William, Appleby, Leicester, Grocer. June 24 at 12 at 
offices of Fisher and Co, Ashby-de-la-Zouch 

Maney, Robert, London rd, Southwark, Carpet Manufacturer. June 
28 at 2 at offices of Arnold, Townhall chambers, Borough High 
st 

Marcus, Samuel, South Shields, Jeweller. June 21 at 2 at offices of 
Moody, Clayton st West, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Millard, William, and Charles England, Winterbourne, Gloucester, 
Quarrymen. June 18 at 12 at offices of Thorne, Guildhall, Broad 
st, Bristol. Bennett, Bristol 

Miller, Richard May, Gracechurch st, Medical Practitioner. June 28 
at 2 at offices of Linklater and Co, Walbrook 

Mintorn, John Haines, Greenhill, Harrow, Modeller in Wax. June 
21 at 3 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Phelps and Co, 
Gresham st 

Mitchell, Edward Henry, Arnold, Nottingham, Joiner. June 24 at 
12 at Celland Oak Inn, Market pl, Peterborough. Belk, Not- 


June 29 at 3 at 


June 25 


tin, 

uoren, William Henry, Frederick st, Caledonian rd, Licensed 
Victualler. July 1 at3 at Offices of Prockter and Andrews, Princes 
st, Spitalfields 

Moseley, William, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Innkeeper. June 21 
at 12 at offices of Beddoe, Victoria st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Ogilvy, James Smith, Longsight, Manchester, out of business. June 
30 at 3 at offices of Atkinson, Haworth’s buildings, Cross st, 
Manchester 

Parkin, William Henry, and James Hall, Sheffield, Masons, June 24 
at 4 at offices of Fernell, Bank st, Sheffield 

Peacock, John, Moss Side, Grocer. June 24 at 3 at offices of Addle- 
shaw and Warburton, Norfolk st, Manchester 

Pilborough, John, Brentwood, Essex, Bookseller. July 1 at 3 at 
offices of Weightman, Guildhall chambers, Basinghall st 

Redfern, Henry Howlett, Hanley, Stafford, Builder. June 19 at 11 
at offices of Ashmall, Albion st, Hanley 

Richards, William Richard, Birmingham, Tailor. June 25 at 3.30 
at offices of Green, Ann st, Birmingham 
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Richardson, George, Coatham, York, out of business. June 19 at 
10.30 at Wellington Hotel, Albert rd, Middlesborough. Richardson 

Richardson, Joseph, Leadgate, Durham, Grocer. June 25 at 11 at 
offices of Elsdon, Royal Arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Roberts, Joseph Elliott, Fernhead road, Harrow rd, Chemist. June 
22 at 3 at offices of Godfrey, Gresham buildings, Guildhall 

Robson, Thomas, Boston, Lincoln, Baker. June 29 at 11 at offices of 
Wise, Churchyard, Boston : 

Rogers, Edward Thomas, Bishop’s Stortford, Hertford, Painter. 
June 25 at 2 at the George Hotel, Bishop’s Stortford. Ackland and 
Nockolds, Bishops Stortford 

Rowe, Thomas, and William Rowe, Leadgate, Durham, Bakers. 
June 28 at 11 at offices of Elsdon, Royal arcede, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne 

St Pier, George, Romford, Essex, Hay Dealer. July 5 at 4.30 at the 
White Hart Hotel, Romford. Brown, Basinghall st 

Saxon, George, Bruton, Somerst, Artist. June 29 at 3 at the 
George Hotel, Frome. Indermaur and Co, Chancery lane 

Slater, William, Scarborough, York, Butcher. June 18 at 1 at 
Abbott’s North Eastern Hotel, York. Crowther, Scarborough 

Smith, Alfred, and Jeremiah Smith, Leeds, Woollen Manufacturers. 
June 22 at 2 at offices of Ford and Warren, Albion st, Leeds 

Smith, Edward George. High st, Stoke Newington, Fruiterer. June 
24 at 3 at offices of Robinson and Leslie, Coleman st. Andrews, 
Fenchurch st 

Smith, John William, Plymouth, Grocer. 
Stanbury, Princess sq, Plymouth 

Smith, Joseph, Ross, Hereford, Chemist. June 30 at 11 at offices of 
Minnett and Piddocke, Ross 

Smith, Robert, Mansfield, Nottingham, Provision Merchant. June 
28 at 3 at offices of White, Stockwell gate, Mansfield Ss 

Solomon, Joseph, Hanley, Stafford, General Dealer. June 25 at 3 at 
offices of Sutton, Waterloo rd, Burslem 

Sommerton, Charles, Grimsbury, Northampton, Baker. June 28 at 
3 at offices of Tayton, Bridge st, Banbury 

Sorrell, Thomas, Sutton, Surrey, Shoemaker. June 30 at 2 at offices 
of Stacpoole and Son, Pinner’s Hall, Old Broad st 

Storer, Frederick William, Butterworth, Lancaster, Licensed Vic- 
tualler. June 29 at 3 at the Blackfriars Hotel, Blackfriars st, 
Manchester. Blakeway, Manchester 

Tapper, Henry, East Orchard, Dorset, Farmer. June 30 at 11 at 
offices of Brennand, Blandfo: 

Thacker, Samuel, Great Malvern, Worcester, School Proprietor. 
June 25 at 3 at offices of Lambert, The Promenade, Great Mal- 
vern 

Thompson, Henry, Columbia rd, Hackney, Leather Seller. June 26 
at 12 at offices of Hill, Mincing lane 

Thornton, George, Bingley, York, Fishmonger. June 24 at 2 at 
offices of Spencer and Clarkson, North st, Keighley 

Tuck, Samuel Powell, Lloynay, Radnor, Farmer. June 29 at 2.30 at 
the Burton House Hotel, Kington. Cheese, Kington 

Webster, Thomas, Smethwick, Stafford, Dairyman. June 23 at 2 at 
49, Ann st, Birmingbam. Gem, Birmingham 

Welby, William, Wheatley, Oxford. Grocer. June 25 at 1 at offices 
of Swearse and Thompson, Corn Market st, Oxford 

Weston, Walter, Acton,’Farmer. June 19 at 2 at offices of Arnold, 
Borough High st 

Whiteside, Robert Edwin, Kingston-upon-Hull, Chemist. June 25 at 
3 at offices of Martinson, Exchange bldgs, Bowlalley lane, King- 
ston-upon-Hull 

Wilkinson, Joseph, Whitby, York, Farmer. 
of Gray and Pannet, Flowergate, Whitby 

Wilson, John Henry, Great Bowden, Leicester, Horse Dealer. June 
25 at 3 at offices of Owston and Dickinson, Friar lane, Leicester 

Witty, Edward, Cottingham, York, Seedsman. June 24 at 2 at offices 
of Thompson and Co, Parliament st, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Woodhead, Francis, Great Grimsby, Lincoln, Builder. June 23 at 11 
at oo of Stephenson and Mountain, Bethlehem st, Great 
Grimsby 

Worthington, Isaac, Newton-by-Middlewich, Chester, Publican. 
June 23 at 3.30 at offices of Cheshire and Son, Northwich 

Wright, John, Bridgnorth, Mail Cart Contractor. June 24 at 2 at 
the Bell and Talbot Inn, Bridgnorth. Kenyon, Bridgnorth 

Wright, Thomas, Coddenham, Suffolk, Farmer. June 25 at 10.30 at 
offices of Mills, Elm st, Ipswich 

Wright, Thomas, Holywell, Flint, Farm Bailiff. June 24 at 11 at 
offices of Tibbitts and Sons, Old Post Office yard, Chester 

Zucker, Charles, and Moses Zucker, Station avenne, Loughborough 
Junction. June 19 at 11 at offices of Willis, Saint Martin’s court 
Leicester sq ‘ 


June 22 at 11 at offices of 


June 28 at 11 at offices 
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Anderton, John, Ancoats, Manchester, Baker. June 30 at 11 at 
offices of Preston and Young, Norfolk st, Manchester 

Angerstein, William John Nettleship, Grafton st, Piccadilly. Gentle- 
man. July 8 at 3 at offices of Lawrence and Co, Old Jewry 
chambers 

Anthony, Joseph William, New Barnet, Hertford, Coal Merchant. 
a + at 2 at offices of Wilde, Moorgate st. Peard, Queen Vic- 

ria 8 

Banks, James, Birmingham, Boot Maker. June 28 at 10,30 at offices 
of East, Temple st, Birmingham 

Blake, Samuel, Cardiff, Publican. June 29 at 1 at offices of Collins, 
Broad st, Bristol. Morgan and Scott, Cardiff 

Boyce, James Edward, Charles Louis Boyce, and William James 
Gell, Birmingham, Brassfounders. June 29 at 3,30 at the Queen’s 
Hotel, Stephenson pl, Birmingham. Davies, Birmingham 

Budd, William, Old Kent rd, Foreman to a Cork Manufacturer. 
J ed 30 at 3 at offices of Silvester and Co, Great Dover st, New- 
ington 

Budd, George, Salisbury, Wilts, Whitesmith. June 26 at 3 at offices 
of Marsh and Co, City chambers, Salisbury. Coates 

Button, William Frederick, Holt, Norfolk, outof business. June 29 
at 11 at offices of Winter and Francis, Saint Giles st, Norwich 

Carter, William Absalom, Cape Smethwick, Stafford, Grocer. Ji uly 
2 at 11 at offices of Topham, High st, West Bromwich 

Cassidy, Peter, Liverpool, Provision Dealer, June 28 at 3 at offices 
of Madden, Lord st, Liverpool 

‘ 





Chambers, Henry Alexander, Stockton-on-Tees, Stationer. Jung 
25 at 11 at offices of Hunton and Bolsover, High st, Stockton-on. 
Tees 

Cocksedge, Frederic William, Glenarm rd, Clapton, Draper. Junge. 
29 at 2 at offices of Chubb, Pancras lane 

Collins, James, Treherbert, Glamorgan, Haulier. July 6 at 12 gt 
offices of Morgan, Mill st, Pontypridd 

Cook, George, St Helens, Isle of Wight, Grocer. June 25 at 3 at 
offices of Fardell, Cambrian House Offices, Market st, Ryde 

Cossons, Martin Clarke, Newport, Monmouth, Leather Merchant, 
June 28 at 2 at offices of Pain and Son, Bank chambers, Llanarth 
st, Newport 

Crook, Thomas, Salford, Lancaster, Bricksetter. 
offices of Garthwaite, Brazennose st, Manchester 

Crow, Jacob, Brafferton, Durham, Joiner. June 26 at 10 at offices of 
Wooler, Priestgate, Darlington 

Crowley, George Hopkins, Monkwell st, Manufacturers’ Agent, 
July 6 at 2 at offices of Brighten and Co, Bishopgate st With. 
out 

Davey, John, Buckland Brewer, Devon, Farmer. June 24 at 12 a 
offices of Hole and Peard, Willett st, Bideford 

Down, Richard, Swansea, Cabinet Maker. June 25 at 11 at offices of 
Thomas, York place, Swansea 

Duck, John, Falsgrave, Scarborough, Tailor. June 25 at 3 at the 
Abbott’s Hotel, Tanner row, York. Taylor, Scarborough 

Dumbleton, Robert, Little Yarmouth, Suffolk, of no ocoupation, 
June 30 at 12 at offices of Blake, Hall quay chambers, Great Yar. 
mouth. Palmer, Great Yarmouth 

Eddison, William, Bramley, Leeds, Grocer. 
of Harrison, East parade, Leeds 

Elliott, Richard, Goole, York, Builder. June 24 at 3 at offices of 
Pearse, Goole. Hind and Everatt, Goole 

Evans, George Frederick, Manchester, Skirt Manufacturer. 
25 at 3 at offices of Pratt, South King st, Manchester 

Foxcroft, John William, Leeds, Wine and Spirit Merchant. June 9 
at 2 at offices of Middleton and Sons, Calverley chambers, Vit- 
toria square 

Gowar, John Arthurine, Broadway Stratford, Carriage Builder, 
July 5 at 3 at offices of Minton and Co, Carey lane. Downing, 
Basinghall st 

Harris, Catherine, Oldbury, Worcester, Licensed Victualler. June 
at 11 at offices of Shakespere, Church street, Oldbury 

Harris, Elizabeth Jane, Weston-super-Mare, Milliner. June 25 at 12 
at offices of Beckingham, Albion chambers, Broad st, Bristol 

Harris, John, Queen’s rd, Dalston, Boot and shoe Manufacturer, 
June 23 at 3 at offices of Biggenden, Well st, Hackney 

Hart, Abraham, Eccleshall, Stafford, Butcher. July 3 at 2 at Blue 
Bell Inn, Eccleshall. Robinson, Eccleshall 

Haynes, George, Birmingham, Gun Barrel Maker. June 23 at 3 at 

June 28 at iz 


June 28 at 3 at 


June 28 at 11 at offices 


June 


offices of Parry, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Heard, Richard, jun, Hartland, Devon, Innkeeper, 
at offices of Hole and Pears, Willett st, Bideford 

Hewson, Robert, Derby, Draper. July 2 at 2 at offices of Rooke, 
Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Hill, Richard, Middlesborough, Iron Manufacturer. June 25 at 2 at 
offices of Belk and Parrington, Post Office chambers, Marton rd, 
Middlesborough 

Hirschfield, Albert, Harrogate, York, Commercial Traveller. June 
26 at 12 at offices of Brett and Co, Leadenhall st 

Hodgson, Robert, Appleby, Westmoreland, Grocer. 
offices of Heelis, Appleby 

Jenkins, Charles, Britonferry, Glamorgan, Tailor, 
offices of Thomas, Queen st, Neath 

Johnson, William Snow, Mount Sorrel, Leicester, Licensed Victnal- 
ler. July 5 at 3 at offices of Buckby, Millstone lane, Leicester 

Jordan, Henry William, Eyre st hill, Holborn, Baker. June 23 at? 
at the Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basinghall st. Bas- 
sett, City rd 

Kendrick, Samuel, West Bromwich, Stafford, Coal Merchant. June 
29 at 11 at offices of Travis, Church lane, Tipton 

Leopard, John, Newtimber, Sussex, Corn Merchant. June 29 at 3 
at offices of Nye, Duke st, Brighton 

Lowe, John, Birmingham, Provision Merchant, 
offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Lumsden, Aaron, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Blacksmith, 
at offices of Pybus, Dean st, Newcastle-on-Tyne 

Marlow, William, Selston, Nottingham, Joiner. June 29 at 3 at 
offices of Cranch and Stroud, Low pavement, Nottingham 

May, Henry, Ramsgate, Blacksmith. June 29 at $ at offices of 
Sparkes, Harbour st, Ramsgate 

Metcalfe, Abraham, and Ruth Keenleyside, West Hartlepool, 
Grocers. June 29 at 3 at offices of Bell and Son, Church st, West 
Hartlepool. 

Miller, Henry, Dagenham, Essex, Farmer. June 28 at 12 at offices 
of Preston, Mark lane 

Milner, Sarah Greaves, Great Grimsby, Lincoln, Milliner. June 2 
at 11 at offices of Grange and Wintringham, St Mary’s chambers, 
West St Mary’s gate, Great Grimsby 

Morley, Thomas, Cheadle, Stafford, out of business, 
at offices of Welch, Caroline st, Longton 

Mosesson, Charles, Accrington, Lancaster, Painter. June 28 at 3at 
Raven Hotel, Chapel st, Manchester. Whalley, Accrington 

Munro, Howard Sutherland, Eastleigh, Bishopstoke, Southampton, 
Painter. June 24 at 11 at offices of Watts, High st, Southampton 

Newton, ‘Michael, New Awsworth, Nottingham, out of business. 
June 28 at 12 at offices of Brittle, St Peter’s chambers, St Peter's 
gate, Nottingham 

Page, Edwin Alfred Page, Rickmansworth, Herts, Oilman. June 20 
at 3 at 40, Southampton bldgs, Holbom. Cooper, Chancery lane 

Price, Thomas William, Wolverhampton, Tobacconist, July 6 at 
11 at offices of Brett, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Railton, James, Manchester, Hosier. July 5 at 3 at offices of Bul- 
lock and Worthington, Kennedy st, Manchester 

Richardson, Daniel, Churghrigg, Cumberland, Farmer, June 2 
at 11 at offices of McKeever, Market pl, Wigton 

Richardson, James, Byker, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, <Auctionee?. 
June 28 at 2 at offices of Wallace, Hutton chambers, Pilgrim st, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne 


June 26 at 2a 


June 30 at 11 at 


June 30 at 4 at 


June 28 at I 


June 24 at ll 
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June pinson, Joseph, and Robert Brown, Hunslet, near Leeds. June 
n-O0. 8 at 3 at offices of Lodge, Park row, Leeds. Rhodes, Leeds M R. G. H. J ON E Ss 
, Mary, Wolverhampton, Milliner. June 22 at 11 at offices of , 
Tune: Willcock, Queen st, Wolverhampton SURGEON DENTIST, 
“ rs, Mary, Kirkgate, Wakefield, Innkeeper. June 26 at 11 at 
12 at e Royal Hotel, Wood st, Wakefield. Lodge, Wakefield 57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, LONDON 
lisbury, James, New Brighton, Chester, Plumber. July 6 at3 at 
b 3 at oo fan Association, Cook st, Liverpool. Kent, Live el (Opposite the British Museum), 
; sags 3 ‘ 
hant, cae a binge Door oa a oo 25 at 3 at offices | win be gladto orward his Pamphlet on Painless Dentistry, free- 
narth Sexton, John, Redmore ter, Hammersmith, Baker. June 28 at 3 at evclosed by post, which explains the most unique system of the adjus 
Sat — = a — nada gg see — hte heb aca ‘ ment of ARTIFICIAL TEETH without pain. 
0 ) a“ 5 ces 
vesop Mace, Tenterden ‘ CONSULTATION FREE FROM 10 TO 5. 
Shaw, Enoch, Huddersfield, Plumber. June 25 at 3 at offices of 
gent Welsh, Victoria chambers, —_— st, Huddersfield ‘od 
ith, Shute, William Henry, Southsea, Hants, Pork Butcher. June 29 at 
With 4at offices of King, robe st, Portsea’ E D E A N D » 0 N 
Slater, Thomas, Longbridge, near Preston, Timber Merchant. June tm ¥ 
Rg 29 at 10 at offices of Blackhurst, Fox st, Preston ROBE atthe ‘ MAKERS 
ces of Jap Small, George, Salisbury, Wilts, Painter. June 26 at 4.45 at offices of AS SS 
Marsh “> Nea: a eng ee ae pS ip Se 
1 t, Tei th, . A 28 at 12 at 3 . bat a 
ub the we ery Tickslinale and Macher. bp Fane om pe o . To Hr } Uajesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Benck* 
ation Smith, Frederick Henry, Lewisham, Kent, Doctor of Medicine. Corporation of London, &c. 
. iy 9 arr 7e as, : re ree. 
Yar. bien hy at 2 at the Guildhall Tavern, vee Ps Green. SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
Smith, William, Cardiff, Builder. June 25 at 4 at the Merchants’ 8 ’ : ° , 
fticee Association, Duke st, Cardiff. Downing, Cardiff DABEMTERS AND QURAN) CORRES lee 
os Seley, George, Javerpool, Grocer. June 25 at 11 at offices of Etty, | CORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITY 2 CLERGY GOWNS, &¢ 
ra st, Liverpoo 
June (EStadelmann, Charles, Bridgwater, Somerset, Bookbinder. July 1 ESTABLISHED 1689, 


(and not 21st as erroneously printed in last Gazette) at 1,30 at 

offices of Sully and Co, Bristol 

Stephenson, George, South Gosforth, Northumberland. June 28 at 
11 at offices of Wilson, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Sutcliffe, Elijah, and Henry Strutt Sutcliffe, Barnsley, York, Col- 

liery Owners. June 28 at 12 at offices of Tyas and Co, Regent st, 

Barnsley 

Taylor, Joseph, Birmingham, Button Manufacturer. June 26 at 11 

at offices of Taylor, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Taylor, William Henry, and Harry Sproston, Aston-juxta-Birming- 

ham, Metal Rollers. June 25 at 12 at the Queen’s Hotel, Stephenson 

place, Birmingham. Reece and Co, Birmingham 

Temple, Francis, Pageant’s Wharf, Rotherhithe, Timber Merchant. 

June 30 at 12 at the Cannon st Hotel. Palmer and Bull, Bedford 

row 

Tew, John Charles, Warminster, Wilts, Coal Merchant. 
1 at offices of McCarthy, Frome 

Thomas, Thomas, Neath, Glamorgan, Draper. 

offices of Davies, Alma pl, Neath 

Thompson. Thomas Robson, Bradford, York, Carriage Maker. June 
26 at 10 at Creditors’ Association, Parkinson’s chambers, Market 
st, Bradford 

Thorowgood, George Henry, White st, Little Moorfields, Drysalter. 

June 28 at 3 at Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ Avenue, Basinghall 

st. Davies, Basinghall st 

Titmuss, William, Stevenage, Hertford, Coach Builder. 
3 at offices of Times, High st, Stevenage 

Todd, Walter, Staveley, Derby, Saddler. June 28 at 11 at offices of 
Cowdell, High st, Chesterfield 

Trickey, Henry, Salford, Lancaster, Baker. 
of Oram and Co, Peter st, Manchester 

Upton, Edmund, Dartford, Kent, out of business. 
offices of Stopher and Rundle, Coleman st 

Waghorne, John Norman, Cheltenham, Butcher. June 28 at 3 at 
oftices of Pruen, Regent st, Cheltenham 

Walker, Francis Law, Spalding, Lincoln, Boot Maker. June 28 at 1 
at White Hart Hotel, Spalding. Cammock, Spalding 

Walter, Philip, Upton Noble, Somerset, Baker. June 30 at 3 at 
offices of McCarthy, Frome 

Walters, Henry, Reading, Berks, Tailor. June 29 at 3 at Queen’s 
Hotel, Friar st, Reading, Beale and Martin, Reading 

Ward, Charles, Gorleston, Suffolk, Smack Owner. June 26 at 12 at 
offices of Clarke, Regent st, Great Yarmouth 

West, George James, Tenterden, Kent, Boot and Shoe Maker. July 
1 at 4 at offices of Marshall, Chancery lane 

Wood, Jacob, Birmingham, Glass Blower. June 25 at 3 at Offices of 
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8 of Duke, Temple row, Birmingham 
a Wood, Thomas, Kensington, near Liverpool, Butcher. July 2 at3 
Vest at offices of Lowe, Mount Pleasant, Liverpool 

Wright, Daniel, Hertford road, Lower Edmonton, Hay and Straw 
Hees Dealer. July 1 at 4 at Cross Keys Public house, Lower Edmonton. 

Lewis, Weymouth st, Portland pl . 
02 ——— cn no a 
ers, 
t] 
wa @ SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 
Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

3 at Guarantesd Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 

excess of fat extracted. 
ion, The Faculty pronounce it ‘‘ the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 


on beverage fcr Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
ess. Thvalids aod Children” ; sate 
9! Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
18 THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break- 
fast Cup, coating less than a halfpenny. 

5 CocoaTia A La VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheape s 
on Checolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate is pro 


oo In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 8s., 58, 6d., &c., by Chemists and Grocers, 
st, Obarities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 





94. CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 








JARTNERSHIP.—A Solicitor in the North of 
England, having a well-established and remunerative 
Practice, is desirous to meet with a Gentleman of ability accustomed 
to Advocacy, and with some Capital, to join him in Partnership.— 
Address in first instance to A. B., care of Messrs. Hamlin & 
Grammer, Solicitors, 7, Staple-inn, Holborn, W.C. 





SOLICITOR desires Employment as Clerk in 

the City. Is conversant with Commercial Law. Moderate 
salary looked for.—Address, J. P., 34, Deacon’s Advertising Offices, 
Leadenhall-street, E.C. 


YOUNG IRISH SOLICITOR, who has 


practised in Ireland for four years, would be glad to re-serve 
his articles with a good London firm. No premium to be asked for. 
He would be williog to devote his whole time to the service of the 
business.—For particulars as to salary, &e., please apply to X, X., 41, 
Water'oo-street, Birmingham. 





AW.—WANTED, by a SOLICITOR, admitted 
two years, a Re-engagement as Conveyancing or General 
Managing Clerk, country preferred, experienced in the routine of @ 
London and a country office. Good references. Salary £150.—Ad- 
dress, N. L., ‘Solicitors’ Journal” Office. 








AW. — Re-engagement Required as Managing 

4 Chancery Clerk, with or without partial supervision. Un- 
exceptional references. Salary £200.—Z., 44, Sydner-road, Amhurst- 
road, Stoke Newington. 





AW.—Wanted, by a Young Solicitor, a Convey- 
aucing Clerkship in London. Moderate salary.—S. L., 4, 
Charterhouse-square, London, E.C. 


TFYO SOLICITORS and OTHERS —Wanted, a Few 

Thousands (in one or more sums) upon Mortgage at 5 per 
cent. Please state whether willing to advance as work proceeds.— 
Address MortGaaor, 8, Haverstock-hill, N.W. 


‘E\O SOLICITORS.—Offices in the West-end to be 

Disposed of, having the nucleus of a business for which no 
premium is required. Capital opening for Advocacy and General 
Practice. Term about 12 years. Rent £45. Furniture and fixtures 
may be taken at a valuation.—Apply to Mr. F, 8. Rsynoups, 81, 
Edgware-road. 


O SOLICITORS.—OFFICES.—Most commodious 
Suite of Offices to Let (First Floor) at 66, Coleman-street, E.C. 
Third Floor also if required.—Apply to the HousEKEEPER. 


EW OFFICES to be LET, specially adapted to 

the requirements of Solicitors.—The handsome First Floor, 

consisting of two rooms, fitted with speaking tubes and every con 

venience studied, in the newly erected building, No. 7, Bell-yard, 
immediately facing the Royal Courts of Justice. Rent moderate. 


LASGOW and the HIGHLANDS.—Royal Route, 
via Crinan and Caledonian Canals, by new swift steamer 
COLUMBA or the IONA, from Bridge Wharf, Glasgow, daily at 
7 a.m., and from Greenock at 9a.m., conveying Passengers for 
Oban, North and West Highlands. Official Guide Book 2d., Ilus- 
trated Copy 6d.—Bill, with map and tourist fares free, at Messrs. 
Cuatro & Winpvs, Publishers, 214, Piccadilly, London, or by post 
free from Davip MacBrarns, 119, Hope-street, Glasgow. 
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On WEDNESDAY, JUNE 30, 1880, at ONE o’clock precisely, at 
the MART, Tokenhouse-yard (near the Bank of Bngland).— 
Desirable FREEHOLD and LEASEHOLD PROPERTIES, pro- 
ducing rentals and estimated rentals of £1,000 per annum, 


R. ARTHUR JACKSON willl SELL by AUO- 

TION, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, City, on WED- 

NESDAY, JUNE 30, 1880, at ONE o’clock precisely, the undermen- 
tioned valuable PROPERTIES, situate as follows :— 

SEVEN SISTERS, TOTTENHAM.—Two detached family Resi- 
dences known as Marie House and Orwell Lodge, with gardens, 
stabling, coachhouses, producing rentals of £185 per annum. Situate 
within five minutes of Seven Sisters Station, Tottenham, and 
Tottenham and Hampstead Line. —Solicitors, Messrs. Saffery & 
Huntley, 191, Tooley-street, 8.E 

BRUCE GROVE ESTATE and LORDSHIP LANE, Tottenham, 
—Four brick-built Villas, being Nos. 1, 2, 3, and 4, Birkbeck- terrace, 
Birkbeck-road, Bruce-grove, let at rentals producing £88 per 
annum. Lease 99 years. Ground-rent £4 10s, each.—Solicitors, 
Messrs. Digby & Tabor, 12, Blomfield-street, E.C. 

LORDSHIP LANE, TOTTENHAM.—Five newly-erected Shops 
and Residences, estimated rentals of £280 per annum. Lease 99 
years. Ground rent £9 each. Situate in a commanding position, 
being Nos. 2, 4,6, 8, and 10.—Solicitor, W. F. Watson. Esq., ll, 
Southampton- buildings, W.c. 

COMMERCIAL ROAD, and ST. GEORGE’S, E.—By direction of 
the Trustee under the Will of the late John Vinsun, Esq., deceased. 
Valuable Freehold and Leasehold Properties, amounting to £378 
per,annum, being situated as under:— 


No, 2, Marmaduke-place, freehold ove ove +. £13 10 
No. 4, Marmaduke-place, freehold 16 18 
No. 24, Anthony-street, shop and dwelling, leasehold 36 0 
No. 4, “Janes- -court, adjoining, leasehold 11 17 


No. 30, Anthony-street, Commercial-road, leasehold 33 16 
No. 32, Anthony-street, Commercial- road, leasehold 36 8 








No. 18, Buross-street, ( ‘ommercial- road, leasehold eo. 28 12 
No. 20, Buross-street, Grocer’s Shop, &c., leasehold 36 10 
No. 6, Lower Fenton-street, leasehold ... oo ae 8 
No. 26, Tait-street, Commercial- road, leasehold e. 2016 
No. 28, Tait-street, Commercial-road, leasehold «. 2016 
No. 7, Prospect- place, Cabie-st, leasehold 56s — e 
No. 11, Prospect-place, Cable-street, leasehold 22 2 
ovate TF 30, Thirga-street, Ratcliff, leasehold ‘ » BL 
No. 32, Thirga-street, Ratcliff, leasehold eo. 1512 
No, 35, Star-street, Commercial- road, leasehold oo Ge i 
Total one . £378 0 


Landlord paying rates, taxes, and insurance. “Solicitor 's, Messrs, 
Digby & Tabor, 12, Blomf ield-street, E.C. 

Particulars may be had of the various Solicitors; at the Mart ; and 
of Mr. ARTHUR JACKSON, Auctioneer, Land and Estate Agent, 
25, Liver ‘pool- street, E.C., and E niield, Middlesex. 


; eae STANDARD LIFE ASSURANCE COM- 
PANY.—Established 1825, 
ANNUAL REPORT, 1880. 
Amount of Assurances accepted...... sercccee £1,134,444 
Ditto during the last five years..ccccssees ooee 6,266,013 
Total ASSUTANCES ..cccrcccccccccccccseccerccee 19,044,745 
ROvente svcoe- ceccceeecoccccsccccccscese cee 796,459 
Invested Funds .ecccccccccccccccccccsccccsece JyI4,132 








DIVISION OF PROFITS, 188), 


£ TRE PROFITS WHICH HAVE ARISEN SINCE 1875 will be di- 
vided among Policies in existence at the close of the current year, and 
assurances now eff-cted will participate. 

Since 1835 the Company has distributed THREE MILLIONS Sterling 
on Bonus auditions to Poiicies, 

London: 82, King William-street, E.C., and 3, Pall Mall East, S.W. 
Dublin: 66, Upper Sackviile-street. Manchester: 50, Spring-gardens. 


BOROUGH OF BIRMINGHAM. 
Te Corporation is prepared to Accept LOANS of 
£100 and upwards, on security of the Local Rates, at £3} ye 
cent., repayable at any time on six months’ notice, or for perio a 
three, four, or five years at £33 per cent. per annum. The Interpg 
payable half-yearly. 
Offers of Loans to be addressed 
WILLIAM R. HUGHES, Treasurer, 


Treasurer’s Department, The Council House, 
Eden-place, 10th April, 1879, 


arin to PURCHASE, to Complete a a Set 

Vols. 15 to 20 of the WEEKLY REPORTER.—State lowgs: 
price fot the whole or any single vol. to ALraa, care of E. W. Owls, 
Esq., 22, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


PARTRIDGE AND COOPER 


LAW AND GENERAL STATIONERS, 
1 & 2, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, E.C. 


Laty Copying and Gngrossing. 
Deeds and Writings engrossed and copied on the Premises, with 
punctuality and dispatch, at the lowest scale of charges, 
A good Discount allowed on agreed accounts, 


LAW PRINTING. 
STATEMENTS OF CLAIM AND DEFENCE, AFFIDAVITS, ani 
other PLEADING, Printed at 1s. per folio. 
DEEDS, CONVEYANCES, MORTGAGES, &c., Printed in fom 
for Registration. 
Discount allowed for cash on agreed accounts. 


LITHOGRAPHY. 
ABSTRACTS, BRIEFS, PETITIONS, DRAFTS, MINUTES OF 
EVIDENCE, Lithographed at reduced prices. 
PLANS OF ESTATES, SPECIFICATIONS, BUILDING 
SOCIETIES’ DEEDS, LEASES, &c., Lithographed with accurag 
and dispatch. 


PARCHMENT AND LEGAL PAPERS, 


Samples and Catalogues sent post-free. 














ATES & ALEXANDER, General Printers, Lons 
dale Buildings, 27, Chanucery-lane, immediately opposite th 
Chancery-lane Post-office. 





AW, Parliamentary, and General Printing } 


Yates & Alexander, 27, Chancery-lane. 


QTATEMENTS of Claim and Defence, Affidavit 


Petitions, and Pleadings printed by Yates & Alexander. 





UCTIONEERS’ Work, Particulars and Condition 
of Sale, Posters, &c., printed by Yates & Alexander. 
AMPHLETS, Books, Newspapers, Circulars, | Rule 
and Regulations of Societies printed by Yates & Alexander, 
paca of Public Companies, Memo 
randaand Articles of Association, Share Certificates, Receipts 
Notices, &¢., printed by Yates & Alexander, 27, Chancery-lane. 





Liverpool : 10, Couk-street. 
G OVEREIGN LIFE OFFICE. 
FOUNDED A.D. 1845, 


The Report of the Directors, just presented to the Proprietors, states 
that since the jast valuation the Funds had been increased by upwards 
of £ 

ENUOWMENTS and ANNUITIES granted - Bp lterms, 

ASSURANCES edapted to ail circun 

Copies of the Report and Balance-sheets mony ia had on application 

H. D. DAVENPORT, Secretary. 


EVERSIONARY and LIFE INTERESTS in 
LANDED or FUNDED PROPERTY or other Becurities and 
Annuities PURCHASED, or Loaas or Annuities thereon granted, 
by the EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY (LIMI- 
TED), 10, Lancaster-place, Waterloo Bridge, Strand. Established 1835, 
Capital, £500,000. Interest on Loans may be capitalized. 
F. 8. CLAYTON, Joint 
C. He CLAYTON, Secroturics. 


ESTABLISHED 1851. 
BAN K.— 


IRKBECOK 
Southampton Buildings, Chancery Lane. 

Current Accounts opened according jto the usual practice ot other 
Bankers, and Interest allowed on*the mini monthly bu) when 
not drawn below £25. No commission charged for keeping Accounts. 
The Benk also receivesmoney on Deposit at Three per cent. Interest, 
repayable on demand. The Bank undertakes for its Customers, free of 
charge, the custody of Deeds, Writings, and other Securities and Valt- 
ables ; the collection of Bills of Exchange, Dividends, and Coupons; and 
the purchase and sale ot Stocks and Shures. Letters of Credit and 
Circular Notes issued, 

A Pamphiet, with full particulars, on application. 

FRANCIS RAVENSOROFT, Manager, = 

31st Marcb, 1680, 




















beater for Cash allowed by Yates & Alexander, 


Lonsdale Buildings, 27, Chancery-lane. 





ONSDALE PRINTING WORKS, 27, Chancery: 


lane, immediately opposite the Chancery-lane Post-office. 


AN IMPORTANT CONVENIENCE TO LAW WRITERS AND 
SOLICITORS, 


STEPHENS’ SCARLET INK FOR STEEL PENS 


This new Ink supplies the demand continualiy made but ne 
before met, for a Red Ink which is uninjured by Steel or othet 
Metallic Pens. Steel Pens left in this ink for months do not impait 
the beauty of its colour, nor are the Pens in the least corroded by it 
The existing Red Inks rapidly destroy Steel Pens, and lose their red 
eolour it used with other than Gold or Quill Pens, This new colott 
isa very rich scarlet red of great beauty. The colour of this ink 
not affected by use upon parchment, and is consequently of grest 
value to Solicitors and Draughtsmen. 

Sold in stone bottles, retail at 1s., 2s.,3e; and Imperial Quarts 
49 ounces at 6s.each. Also in glass bottles at 6d. and ls, each, 


RESTAURANT PARISIEN 


(LATE MADME, JANET), 
10, CASTLE-STREET, HOLBORN 
(OPPOSITE THE PRUDENTIAL INSURANCE COMPANY). 

First-class Luncheon Bar for gentlemen in the neighbourhood. F 

and Private Dining Rooms. Dinners for 3s. 6d., 4s. 6d., 5s. 6d,, 78. 

and 10s. 6d. Will be served in the Private Dining Rooms ; no 

charge for room or pianoforte. Choicest Wines, Beer, and 8p 
Proprietors, Dorzz BROTHERS, 
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